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I. INTRODUCTION, CREDITS, CONSULTANTS

This review is an updating through December 1979 of
our previous review of particle properties [Particle
Data Group (1978)]. As in previous editions we have
attempted to make the text as complete and self-con-
tained as possible.

As usual, the results of our compilation are pre-
sented in two sections, the Tables of Particle Proper-
ties and the Data Card Listings. The Tables summa-
rize the properties of only those particles whose ex-
istence is in our judgment experimentally well founded
and which have a large probability of standing the test
of time. This is a conservative judgment, and surely
some genuine resonances are omitted, awaiting con-
firmation (see section V below).

The Data Card Listings give up-to-date information,
with references, on all reported particles, whether
considered well established or not. The Listings also
contain mini-reviews on questions of interest.

A history of the Particle Data Group, with a discus-
sion of procedures and problems, has been given by
Rosenfeld (1975) and a short survey of the history of
some of the constants we compile can be found in Ap-
pendix IV.

We have maintained in this review the statistical
procedure introduced in 1976, i.e., we give simul-
taneously in the Listings the old (labeled “AVG”) and
new (labeled “STUDENT”) average values and errors.
Details may be found in Sec. VII.

A pocket-sized Particle Properties Data Booklet,
containing the Tables and a reprint of the figures and
formulae from the first part of the review, is available
on request. For North and South America, Australia,
and the Far East, write to Technical Information De-
partment, Lawrence Berkeley Laboratory, Berkeley,
CA 94720, USA. For all other areas, write to CERN
Scientific Information Service, CH-1211 Geneva 23,
Switzerland.

As usual, we wish to emphasize that we compile the
experimental results of others. It is inappropriate to
give us the credit for their countless hours of effort.
We urge that references be given directly to the origi-
nal data, and we provide complete references in the
Data Card Listings for that purpose.

The responsibilities for the various sections can be
broken down as follows:

(1) Stadble particles: N. Barash-Schmidt, C. P. Horne,
M. J. Losty, T. Shimada, and T. G. Trippe.

(2) Meson resonances: C. Dionisi, M. J. Losty,
M. Mazzucato, L. Montanet, and M. Roos.

(3) Baryon vesonances: C. Bricman. R. L. Crawford,
C. P. Horne, R. L. Kelly, M. J. Losty, and C. G. Wohl.

(4) General, including text: All authors.

Consultants: To overcome unavoidable gaps in our
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coverage, both intellectual and geographical, we have
solicited the help of consultants:

U. Amaldi (CERN),

W. B. Atwood (SLAC),

A. Barbaro-Galtieri (Lawrence Berkeley Laboratory),
V. E. Barnes (Purdue University),

R. Cahn (LBL),

M. S. Chanowitz (LBL),

J. Engler (DESY),

G. Feldman (SLAC),

F. Foster (University of Lancester),

F. Gilman (SLAC), .

G. Goldhaber (Lawrence Berkeley Laboratory),

R. Hagstrom (Lawrence Berkeley Laboratory),

F. Monnig (Karlsruhe),

R. G. Moorhouse (University of Glasgow),

O. E. Overseth (University of Michigan),

S. I. Parker (Lawrence Berkeley Laboratory),

M. Perl (SLAC),

R. E. Shriock (SUNY Stony Brook),

K. Shizaya (Lawrence Berkeley Laboratory),

B. N. Taylor (U. S. National Bureau of Standards).
The usefulness of this compilation depends in large
part on the interaction between the users and the au-
thors and consultants. We appreciate comments, crit-
icisms, and suggestions for improvements of all stages
of data retrieval, processing, evaluation, and presen-
tation.

Il. SELECTION OF DATA

All particles are considered to fall into one of the
three groups:

® © 6 0 @ @ ® 2 6 5 9 @ © O 2 3 0 @ 2 o

(1) Stable particles, immune to decay via the strong
interaction, including the 1 and the photon and the lep-
tons.

(2) Meson resonances.

(3) Baryon resonances.

The charmed, charmonium, and other new flavor
particles have been merged into these groups.

These groups are maintained within the two main
parts of the compilation:

(1) Tables of Particle Properties.
(2) Data Card Listings.

The Data Card Listings contain the original infor-
mation (data, references, etc.), weighted averages,
comments, and “mini-reviews”. Immediately preced-
ing the Data Card Listings is an illustrative key there-
to. We attempt to give complete Data Card Listings up
to our closing date (January 1, 1980) for all journals
listed in the Illustrative Key. We also include pre-
prints and unpublished conference reports that have
come to our attention, but make no claim to complete-
ness.

Roughly 40% of our encoded results, those set off
in parentheses, are not used for averaging. The
reasoning is then often given in a footnote below the
data. If the reason is not given, it is one of the fol-
lowing:

® The result was presented with no error stated.

e The result comes from a preprint or conference
report. It is our experience that such results (and
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particularly the errors) often change before final pub-
lication. Accordingly we keep these new results in
parentheses until they are published (or explicitly veri-
fied to us by the authors).

e It involves some assumptions that we do not wish
to incorporate.

o It is of poor quality, e.g. bad signal-to-noise ratio.

o It is inconsistent with other results, e.g. because
of different methods employed, rendering averaging
meaningless.

e It is not independent of other results, e.g. it is.a
result from one of several partial-wave analyses all
using the same data, again rendering averaging mean-
ingless.

When the data for a particle have received special
treatment or present special problems, this is noted in
a mini-review in the Data Card Listings.

The Tables of Particle Properties represent the out-
put of weighted averages and some critical judgment.
The extent to which “blind” averaging has been tem-
pered with judgment is explained in footnotes to the
Tables. In general, however, the footnotes are less
complete than is the collection of notes and mini-re-
views in the Data Card Listings. The reader is thus
encouraged to become familiar with the Data Card
Listings and,. ultimately, with the original references.

I1l. NOMENCLATURE
A. Quantum numbers

The symbols I¢(JF)C, represent:
I =isospin,
G =G parity,
J =spin (also s),
P =space parity,
C, =charge-conjugation parity for the neutral member
of the isospin multiplet.
We also use:
B =baryon number,
S =strangeness,
C =charm,
! =orbital angular momentum.

1. Mesons

The charge-conjugation operator C turns particle into
antiparticle and has eigenvalues +1 only for neutral
states; so it is useful to define an operator G which has
eigenvalues for charged states too. This is usually*
defined by

G=Cexp(nl). 1)

A neutral nonstrange, noncharmed state is an eigen-
state of exp(inl,) with eigenvalue (~1)’. Then we can
write the eigenvalue equation for the whole multiplet
as

G=C, (1), @)

where C, (z for neutral) is the eigenvalue C would have
IMost texts define it as in Eq. (1); see e.g. Gasiorowicz

(1966); however, sometimes the rotation is taken about I,.

The difference between the two conventions is mentioned in a
footnote in Kiallen (1964).
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if applied to the neutral member of the multiplet. Thus,
for a 7°, C has the eigenvalue +1, and since I=1, G
=-1. For a charged pion, there are no eigenvalues
corresponding to C and to the isospin rotation, but
Eqgs. (1) and (2) still give G=-1.

Consider a meson as a bound state of fermion-anti-
fermion, e.g. quark—antiquark gg, with orbital angular
momentum /, and with the two fermion spins coupling
to give a spin s. Then one can show that the charge-
conjugation eigenvalue [defined as in Eq. (2)] is

C,=(=1)", (3)
Eqs. (2) and (3) combine to give

G =(=1)trs+1, (4)
The parity is ’

P==(-1)%. (5)
Egs. (3) and (5) combine to give
C,P=-(-1)°, (6)

so all singlets (!S,,'P,,...) have C,P=-1, and all trip-
lets (°S,,...) have C,P=+1. For proofs of the above,
see our 1969 text [Particle Data Group (1969)] and Ap-
pendix by C. Zemach.

If, instead of gg, we consider the meson as a state
of boson—antiboson (e.g. A,—~KK), it turns out that
some signs cancel, and Egs. (3) and (4) (not Eq. (5)!)
apply unchanged. Of course, the mesons are often
spinless, so s is zero, but the equations are more gen-
eral. Egs. (3) and (4) can be considered as selection
rules forbidding many decays.

We now use Eqgs. (3) and (4) to introduce the concept
of “Abnormal-C,” mesons, i.e. mesons that cannot be
composed of gg. For this, it is sufficient to consider
the SU(3) subgroup of the full unitary group of flavors,
containing the u, d, and s quarks ina{3} representation.

This triplet of quarks is of course defined to have
isospin and hypercharge properties such that gg can
combine (according to the SU(3) relations {3}®{3}
={8}®{1}) so as to form only octets and singlets. The
non-observation of “exotic’” mesons (i.e., mesons in
larger SU(3) representations, or mesons requiring at
least a qgqg structure) is of course a direct conse-
quence of the naive quark model. States coupling di-
rectly to proton-antiproton channels are sometimes
interpreted as “baryonium”, requiring ¢gqg structure,
but this interpretation is model-dependent, and no
manifestly exotic mesons have been found. It is slight-
ly less obvious that even some octets are forbidden by
the model, namely those with (/*)C, = (0*)-, (17)+,
(2*)—,.... Such states are not observed, and this is
an additional success of the naive quark model classi-
fication scheme.

In what follows, do not confuse “Abnormal-C,” with
“Normal” or “Abnormal” J¥, both of which are allowed
by the quark model. The seriesJ*=0%*,17,2%,... is
called Normal because P =(-1)’ as-for normal spher-
ical harmonics, andJ¥ =07, 1*,... is called Abnormal.

The top part of Table 1 shows all the low angular
momentum states that can be formed from gg. Note
that half of theJJ? states can be formed by both a triplet

and a singlet gq state, e.g. °P,, 'P,, or °D,, 'D,.
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TABLE I.

Orbital excitations of the gq system, and corresponding mesons.
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For the distinction between Abnormal J¥ and Ab-

normal C,, see text following Eq. (6) in Section III. Strange and charmed mesons share the same values of J¥ as the I=0 and 1
states shown, but are not eigenstates of G. The second column, which gathers together (JP)N or ACnP, isa redundant intermediate
step intended to make the table easier to read. The table repeats itself for each radial excitation.

gq State (JP) cnp Examples of ground state mesons
C,P C,P N Yy 1SP)e Non-strange, Strange Charmed
. ormal or n Non-charmed [s|=1 [cl=1
- abnormal S=C=0 (I=% (I=%)
, NORMAL-C_ STATES THAT CAN COME FROM ggq MODEL
+, - '
C s, (07) - 07(0 )+ n.n K D(1870)
& 17(07)+ i
- [ I
3 - 0 (1 )- o o
A s, (1 )N+ { AR @0, J/WBL00) e ggoy  pF(2010)
{ \ 1(1)- 0
N "
1 + 0 (1)-
P (1%, -
L :\ N { ) B ..
. 3p ((k . 0o*(0")+ €,5%,%(3615)
S 0 N\ 170"+ s
= 4+
~ 3 + 0'(1)+ D
o P (1) .+
a ! A 17 (14 A a
+o
f,f'
e, | @hy 0te ) ’ K* (1430)
N 17(2h+ Ay
< AN
1Dz \Q)A' o z\_)+’
________________________ T I 0 . S < S
é‘ 3D1 (1-k\ same as 3S1 V(3770
2 —
g 3D2 (27) 5+ 0+(2_) Regge recurrence of the
\ 17(27)- Abnormal-C = state (JP)Cn= 07)-
3 07(37)- (1670) «
D (3t - w K" (1780
3 N L(+(3 - e (1780)
0~ (3%) -
‘ e (3" 4~ ll+(3+)_
______________________________________ e
; 3 2 (2+)N+ . same as 3P2
T 3 + ot 3t +
(f 3 (375 peeton
3 (4+) " ot (at)+ h
l 4 N 17 (4 +
ABNORMAL-C__ STATES THAT CANNOT COME FROM gq MODEL
[ ) “(07) R
- 0 0 -
a7 1¥(07)-
Abnormal Cn --------------------------------- All except
+, -
- 0(1 )+
(17" P_o-
states N 17(17)+ J 0
+
Have no qq > (0+)N- 0+(0+)_ are
1(0)-
model (2+) - 0-(2+)- J” = normal,
N i+(2 )-
(37w 0+(3-)+ CnP = -1
N -
L J 17(3 )+ J
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Equation (3) shows that *P, and 'P, have opposite C,,

so the 7g model allows both. But the states *P, and °P,
have no 'P counterparts. According to Eq. (6) they have
C,P=+1, and with the gg model there is no way to form
a state with a J% of °P, , (i.e. J® = Normal) and with
C,P=-1. As mentioned, such octets have not shown
up. With the help of Table I one can also see that the
special state 'S,, C,P=+1, cannot be formed, so has
Abnormal C,,.

When, in addition to the [-excitation, there are radial
excitations of the 7¢ system, Table I repeats itself,
and we need a radial quantum number » for each rep-
etition (z =1 for the ground state). Examples of first
radial excitations, »=2, are p’(1600), ¥(3685), and
T’(10060).. Examples of further possible radial exci-
tations can be found in the ¥ and T families.

2. General remarks

Well-established quantum numbers are underlined
in the Tables of Particle Properties (except for stable
particles, where most of the quantum numbers are es-
tablished). We have used what evidence is available
(sometimes flimsy) to guess many of the remaining
ones, and we have indicated with “?” ones (in the
Baryon Table) for which there is almost no evidence.

As is customary, we define antiparticles as the re-
sult of operating with CPT on particles, so both share
the same spins, masses, and mean lives. Whenever
there is a particularly interesting test of CPT invari-
ance we include it in the Stable Particles Table.

B. Particle names

If a meson has a well-accepted colloquial name, we
use it. If not, we name it by a single symbol which
specifies its baryon number B (=0 for mesons), its
isospin /, its strangeness S and charm C, and, for a
non-strange, non-charmed meson, its G parity.

The name conventions for mesons are given in the
first part of Table II.

TABLE II. Particle name conventions.

Name I S C G
Mesons
n 0 0 0 +
w, ¢, P, T? 0 0 0 -
P 1 0 0 +
T 1 0 0 -
K 1/2 +1 0
D 1/2 0 +1
F 0 +1 +1
Baryons
N 1/2 0 0
A 3/2 0 0
Zy, Zy 0,1 +1 0
A 0 -1 0
z 1 -1 0
= 1/2 -2 0
Q (0] -3 0
Ag 0 0 1
Ze 1 0 1

2 We use the symbol w for those I¢=0" mesons which are
mainly ux and dd quark states; ¢ for those which are mainly
ss quark states, ¥ for mainly cc states, and T for mainly b5
(hypothesized) states.
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For somwe pairs of mesons with supposedly identical
quantum numbers, we also use primes; e.g. 7,7';f,f’;
p, p’. Note that primes and subscripts do not carry any
further specific meaning.

For baryons no attempt has bean made to attach a
subscript about J and P. The name conventions are
given in the second part of Table II. For stable baryons
of each I and S we use the symbol standing alone; for
resonances, the mass is in parentheses [i.e. N(1688),
A(1405), =(1765), etc.]. The J¥ assignments are re-
ported in the Baryon Table as 3+, 35—, 2+, etc., and
also by the symbols P,,, D,,, F,,, which refer to the
mp or Kp partial-wave amplitude in which the resonant
state occurs (the first subscript refers to the isospin
state: 2 X7 for N and A and just I for Z, A, and ).
When two or more baryons have identical quantum
numbers we warn the reader by adding primes to the
spectroscopic symbol as explained in footnote (a) of
the Baryon Table.

IV. CONVENTIONS AND PARAMETERS FOR
STRONG INTERACTIONS

A. Partial-wave amplitudes and resonance parameters

The vast majority of information‘concerning baryon
resonances comes in the form of partial-wave analyses.
In addition data concerning meson resonances (r,
Kmw,mnm) are, with increasing frequency, being sub-
jected to partial-wave analyses. We thus find it natural
to introduce the resonance parameters which we com-
pile in terms of a Breit—Wigner approximation for the
partial-wave amplitude.

In general the elastic amplitude for a given angular
momentum ! may be written as

nexp(2i6) -1
T11 = '—T—_ ’

1)
where 7 is the absorption parameter (0 <7n<1) and

6 is the phase shift. The subscripts 11 on 7 denote
scattering from channel 1 to channel 1 (e.g. 77— 77

or KK -~ KK).

In Fig. 1 we show an Argand plot of the elastic par-
tial wave amplitude T,;. It illustrates geometrically
how the real parameters 7 and 6 are related to the
real and imaginary parts of T,,. Many examples of
such Argand plots may be found in the Baryon Data
Card Listings.

ImT ImT
1
e=0
28
n/2
y
& n/2
—1 2 +
€=+1
L s L
~% 0 ReT Y% Re T Y%

“(a) (b)

FIG. 1. Argand plots for the elastic partial wave amplitude
T11. The outer circles are the unitarity bound (n=1). The in-
ner circles correspond to the Breit—Wigner approximation of
Eq. (2) for (2) x;=Ty/T'=0.75 and (b) x;=0.4. Note: €

=/2(M - E)/T.
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Consider the so-called non-relativistic Breit—Wigner
approximation for 7',,:

T, =3T,/(M-E-3il), 2)

where E is the c.m. energy or invariant mass, I'; and
I" are the elastic and total widths, and M is the reso-
nance mass. Equation (2) is, of course, not the only
possible description of a resonant amplitude; but it
suffices to illustrate the properties of partial-wave
amplitudes which we associate with resonance behavior
in the absence of any background in the same partial
wave (see, e.g., the 7N D,, and F,, waves in the Baryon
Data Card Listings). Usually the widths contain bar-
rier-penetration factors which can vary rapidly with
energy. Near threshold, I',(E) should start up as

g®** (also true for the inelastic width I';). Various E
dependences are then used for I';, mostly of the form

(qR )21 +1

Ty (E) const+. ..+ (@R)* ;

(3)

see Jackson (1964), Pistt and Roos (1968), and
Barbaro-Galtieri (1968).

The BW approximation to the amplitude for an in-
elastic process leading from channel 1 to channel B
(mm— KK or KN - =7, for example) is

T,,=3(0,Tp)"Y2/(M - E - 54iT)
= (x,205)'/¥[3T /M - E - 34T)],

where
N
T=) T, x,=T,/T, ()
1

and x, (called the elasticity) is often written x,. (Note
that in the Data Card Listings we use the symbol P,
to denote x,.) The channel cross section o,, for the
reaction 1 -8, for spin O—spin 1/2 scattering, is

015 =4TX3(J +3) | T, |?, (6)

where J =1+ 3.

The important features of Eq. (4) which character-
ize resonant behavior in the Argand diagram (Im T
versus Re T,,) are:

energy variation given by circles with diameter
(x,x,)"/? and maximum amplitude at E=M of

Tix=i(x,x9) %5 (7)

a maximum in the speed near resonance, given ap-
proximately by

. " 2(x,x,)t/2

“Speed” (res)= |dTy,/dE | p.= ‘(‘FTE%“ ®)
for slowly- varying I'(E). These features may be related
to the 7, 6 representation of T,;. Thus when E=M, 0 is
either 90° (x,>3) or 0° (x,<3) and 7 dips to its mini-
mum value.

These simple properties can be used to judge the
presence or absence of resonance behavior in an
Argand plot, but do not necessarily constitute the cri-
teria we use (see Sec. V). It must also be kept in mind
that Eqgs. (2) and (4) are only approximations to the
“true” amplitude. The simple picture given above can
be distorted by various effects: ‘
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the presence of “background” in the same partial
wave as the resonance,

two resonances in the same partial wave overlapping
in energy,

the resonant energy M being close to an inelastic
channel threshold, in which case a K-matrix-like pa-
rametrization is more appropriate, )

the speed of the resonance being very slow so that the
resonance is very broad, and the Breit—Wigner formula
a bad approximation.

B. Sign conventions for resonance couplings

Consider the partial width I'; of a resonance decaying
into the channel 8. We can always define a coupling
constant such that

2
T <Gy,

In this case the inelastic amplitude in the Breit—
Wigner approximation, Eq. (4), will go as

T,,xG,G,/(MM —E - %iT'),

where G, is the coupling constant for the elastic chan-
nel. In the context of exact SU(3) symmetry the relative
signs of the product G, G, for different resonances are
often useful as a consistency check on SU(3) assignment
of baryon resonances. See Appendix II for further de-
tails. )
In the Data Card Listings for baryon resonances, we
tabulate measured values for (x,x,)'/?«G,G,. When
the sign of the amplitude is determined, it is given;
absence of an explicit sign indicates that it is undeter-
mined (wof that it is positive). For A and T reso-
nances, the signs are chosen according to the conven-
tion advocated by Levi-Setti (1969) and used in the
table of SU(3) Isoscalar Factors presented in this re-
view. Thus the signs multiplying the Breit—-Wigner
amplitudes for KN~ = (1385)~Zm, Awm and KN — A(1405)
- Zm are simply the product of the phases of the ap-
propriate isoscalar factors. This convention is shown
in Fig. 2, adapted from Levi-Setti (1969).

C. Types of partial-wave analyses

Partial-wave analyses (PWA) are classified into
three categories in the Data Card Listings: energy-
independent partial-wave analyses (IPWA), energy-
dependent partial-wave analyses (DPWA), and model-
dependent partial-wave analyses (MPWA), inincreasing
order of the number of explicit supplementary hypoth-
eses that are used to extract the amplitudes from ex-
perimental data.

In an IPWA, data at different energies are analyzed
separately. Usually each partial wave included in the
fit is allowed to vary freely (subject to unitarity con-
straints) over some large region, and waves whose an-
gular momenta are above some cutoff value are as-
sumed to be negligible. The sharp cutoff in angular
momentum resolves continuum ambiguities in the so-
lution (such as the overall phase ambiguity), but there
remains a finite number of indistinguishable “best”
solutions (i.e., solutions corresponding to identical
physical observables) which have been codified by
Barrelet (1972). In addition, there are generally some
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nearby solutions (and their associated Barrelet am-
biguities) which have chi-squared values close to the
minimum one.

At the end of the analysis a choice is made among
these many solutions, usually on the basis of energy
continuity. A popular criterion for making this choice
is the shortest path technique in which the total “length”
of the preferred solution is chosen to be a minimum.
The definition of “length” used here is not universal but
is usually closely related to the total geometrical length
of the lines representing the various partial-wave am-
plitudes in Argand plots (see the baryon section of the
Data Card Listings for examples of Argand plots).
Various other criteria which are also used in some
analyses are, e.g., matching with known solutions at
low energies, the presence of known resonances in the
final results, and limited inelasticity in high partial
waves.

In a DPWA, data at different energies are fit simul-
taneously by using an energy dependent parametriza-
tion of the partial-wave amplitudes. The parametriza-
tion is usually chosen to include both resonances and
nonresonant background of some sort and an attempt
is made to keep it as “model independent” as possible.
Often the data are grouped into several energy bins
which are fit separately rather than trying to fit the
whole energy range under consideration simultaneous-
ly. One of the main advantages of DPWA over IPWA
is that sparse data spread over many different energies
can be analyzed, e.g., nearly all S=-1 analyses are
DPWA. In addition, the built-in energy continuity helps
to resolve the ambiguities that plague IPWA and eases
the problems associated with resonance parameter
extraction. The price one pays for these advantages
lies in the danger of systematic error in the amplitudes
and poor fits to the data if the parametrization is poorly
chosen or insufficiently flexible.

An MPWA also uses an energy-dependent param-
etrization, but one based on explicit model-dependent
theoretical assumptions such as Regge exchanges.

This technique is usually applied to reactions where the
data are incomplete. There is, of course, no sharp
distinction between DPWA and MPWA, and awell chosen
MPWA parametrization may actually be less biased
than a model-independent but poorly chosen DPWA
parametrization.
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FIG. 2. Plot adapted from
Levi-Setti (1969) showing the
sign convention adopted here
for the 7 and A7 amplitudes.
Once the signs of one I =0 and
one I =1 amplitude are fixed,
the others can be measured
relative to these two. Arrows
here indicate signs predicted
by SU(3); x marks indicate
the observed phases; @ indi-
cates phase chosen according
to sign convention described
in text. The x(1915) predic-
tions have been changed from
Levi-Setti’s original figure.

D. Production of resonances

Hereby, we mean the observation of statistically
significant peaks in invariant mass plots or, loosely,
in integrated cross sections. Many meson resonances
are of this type. We expect most of these peaks to be
associated with Breit—Wigner behavior in appropriate
Argand plots; thus the p meson peak in 7m mass plots
is firmly related to the I=1, I =1 77 phase shift passing
through 90°. )

From mass plots we can determine M, I', and the
approximate branching ratios

Xo/%5=T4/T,. )

In the case of total cross sections, the peak above
background gives us, using the optical theorem, the
product (J+3)x,:

oY E=M)=4rx*(J +3)x,. (10)

V. CRITERIA FOR RESONANCES

An experimentalist who sees indications of a reso-
nance in some energy (or mass) region will of course
want to know what has been seen in that region in the
past; hence, we strive to have the Data Card Listings
serve as an archive for all substantial claims for reso-
nances. .

For the Tables of Particle Properties, on the other
hand, we wish to be more conservative and to include
only those peaks or resonances which we feel have a
large chance of survival. An arrow (—) at the left of
the Tables of Particle Properties indicates that a ques-
tionable candidate has been omitted from the Table,
but that it can be found in the corresponding part of
the Data Card Listings. One’s betting odds for survival
are of course subjective; therefore no precise criteria
can be defined. Very slow speeds (¢ and k) make it
quite difficult to decide what is a resonance and what
is not. For more detailed discussions, see the mini-
reviews in the Listings. In what follows we shall at-
tempt to specify some guidelines.

(a) When energy-independent partial-wave analyses
are available (mostly for N*’s), approximate Breit—
Wigner behavior of the amplitude appears to us to be
the most satisfactory test for a resonance. We can
check that the Argand plot follows roughly a lefthand
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circle, and that the “speed” of the amplitude also shows
a maximum near the resonance energy; further, there
should be data well above the resonance, showing that
the speed again decreases. Indeed proper behavior of
the partial-wave amplitude could accredit a resonance
even if its elasticity is too small to make a noticeable
peak in the cross section.

Of course even if Argand plots are available, it may
still be a matter of opinion as to what behavior consti-
tutes a resonance. Such an example is the Z,(1780)
state seen in KN total cross-section experiments and
in partial-wave analysis. The partial-wave analyses
of Giacomelli (1974) and Martin (1975) find preferred
solutions which exhibit a resonance-like loop in the
P,, wave near 1740 MeV. However, Giacomelli et al.
and Martin point out that, despite the resonantlike
appearance of the loop, the evidence for resonant en-
ergy dependence is inconclusive.- Thus we omit the
Z,(1780) from the Baryon Table. A similar quandary
has existed for some time concerning the Z,(1900),
and it too has been omitted from the Tables.

(b) When there are insufficient data to perform en-
ergy-independent analyses, one often resorts to en-
ergy-dependent partial-wave analyses (mostly for
Y*’s). In this case Breit—Wigner behavior is an input.
We therefore require that resonance solutions be found
by several different analyses, preferably in different
channels (KN —~KN, 72, etc.), before putting the claim
in the table. .

(c) Partial-wave analyses of three-body final states
(nN —7mN) are now available. While these analyses are
based on the isobar model (nN -~ pN, 7A, etc.) and are
subject to theoretical objections of varying importance,
they provide increasingly reliable information on in-
elastic decay modes of otherwise established reso-
nances. '

(d) Most mesons, =* peaks, and high mass N* and
Y * peaks fall into a category for which no partial-
wave analyses exist. In general we accept such peaks
if they are experimentally reliable, of high statistical
significance or observed in several different pro-
duction processes.

Thus, we enter into the Tables of Particle Properties
only states for which there is experimentally convinec-
ing evidence, and we expect that most of these will be
confirmed as resonances.

VI. CONVENTIONS AND PARAMETERS FOR WEAK
AND ELECTROMAGNETIC DECAYS

A. Muon-decay parameters

The p-decay parameters describe the momentum
spectrum (p and 1), the asymmetry (£ and &), and the
helicity (#) of the electron in the process u*—e*+v
+7. Assuming a local and lepton-conserving interac-
tion, the matrix element may be written as

Z(E[l"i | uy(w ,Fi(ci +C'7s) |V> ’
1 B
where the summation is taken over ¢=S,V,T,A, P.
Using the definitions and sign conventions of Kinoshita

and Sirlin (1957), we have for the momentum parame-
ters
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p=[3¢% +3g%+6g%]/D,

n=[g% -g%+2¢% - 2¢51/D,

for the asymmetry parameters:

£= 6gs8pCOSPsp —8g,8,COSP,y +142% cOSP 1
= 5 s
0=[-62,8yCc080,y +6g% cosdrp]/DE,
and for the parameter describing the helicity of the
electron:

h= 2858pcos¢psp —8g,8, 08¢,y — 67 cOSP 11
D .

Here
D=g5+gp+4g7+ 697 +4g%,
gi= ICi |2+ ‘C;' |2,

and
cos¢;; =Re(C}C,+CC}).

The quantities g; are defined to be real non-negative
numbers, and the ¢;; are phase angles between the i-
type and j-type interactions. Under the assumption of
two-component neutrinos C;=-C,; and C}=-C;, the

S, P, and T terms vanish, and ¢,y is the phase angle
between C, and C, in the complex plane.

By using the above equations and the experimental
determinations of p, n, £, 8, and %, limits can be
placedon gs/gy, £4/8 v, 1/8vs £p/&vs and ¢ y. The re-
sults, givenin the Data Card Listings, assume neither two-
component neutrinos nor time-reversal invariance. If,
however, two-component neutrinos are assumed, then
sing .y is the amplitude of time-reversal violation.
Note that most experiments study only the upper end
of the spectrum where p and 7 are highly correlated,
so they can only report p for =0 and 7 for pz%. The
values for p and 1 we use here were obtained by com-
bining measurements of both upper and lower ends of
the spectrum and turn out to be nearly uncorrelated.

Note also that the radiative corrections are unam-
biguous only when g5 =g,=g,=0. The same limits on

ga/8v and ¢,y are obtained, however, as when gg, g,

and g, are left free.

Current values for the asymmetry parameters as
well as IgA/gV] and ¢,y are given in the Addendum
to the Stable Particle Table. In addition, upper limits
on |gs/gv|, |gr/gv| and |gp/gy| are given in the p
section of the Stable Particle Data Card Listings.

B. K-decay parameters

1. Dalitz plot for K-> 37 decays

The Dalitz plot distribution for the 7 mode
(K* ~ m*7*77), the 7/ mode (K*-7°r°r*), and the 7° mode
(K3 =~ n*11°) of K decay can be parametrized by aseries
expansion such as that introduced by Weinberg (1960).
We use the form

Sy—5§ S3—54\?
IM'20c1+g :nz 0+h( 3 0)

T m‘lf"’
. S,~S§ s,—5,\?
+j 221+k(221> +ainy (1)
m2, m2,
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where m?, has been introduced so as to make the co-
efficients g, %, j, and k dimensionless, and

$;=Pg—P)=(me-m)P-2m, T, i=1,2,3,
So=% 95, =5m% +m2+mZem?).
i

Here the P; are 4-vectors, m; and T; are the mass and
kinetic energy of the ith pion, and the index 3 is used
for the odd pion.

The coefficient g is a measure of the slope in the
variable s, (or T,) of the Dalitz plot, while 7 and %
measure the quadratic dependence on s, and (s,-s,),
respectively. The coefficient j is related to the asym-
metry of the plot and must be zero if CP invariance
holds (C stands for charge conjugation throughout the
discussion in this section). Note also that if CP is good,
g must be the same for 7" and 77, and similarly for &
and k.

Since different experiments use different forms for
|M|2, in order to compare the experiments we have
converted to g, k, j, and k whatever coefficients have
been measured. See the mini-review in the K* section
of the Stable Particle Data Card Listings for details
on this point. The results are given in the Addendum
to the Stable Particle Table and in the K* and K} sec-
tions of the Stable Particle Data Card Listings.

Relations among 7, 7'*, and 7° are predicted by the
AI=% rule. See Appendix I for these relations and a
discussion of this rule.

2. Form factors in K ;4 leptonic decays

Assuming that only the vector current contributes to
these decays, we write the matrix element as

Mof O(Pe+P), v, (L+ydu,)+f.O)]m g, +vdu,],
(2)

where P, and P, are the four momenta of K and 7
mesons; m, is the lepton mass; f, and f_ are dimen-
sionless form factors which can depend only on ¢

=(P, - P,)?, the square of the four-momentum trans-
fer to the leptons. f, and f_ are relatively realiftime-
reversal invariance holds for these decays. K,; ex-
periments measure f, and f_, while K ; experiments are
sensitive only to f, because the presence of the lepton
mass makes the f_ term negligible.

(a) K,, experiments.

Analyses of K,; data frequently assume a linear de-
pendence of f, and f_ on ¢, i.e.

£ =fLO)[1 + A, (t/m?)]. (3)

Most K, data are adequately described by Eq. (3) for
f. and a constant f_ (i.e. A_=0). There are two equiv-
alent parametrizations commonly used in these an-
alyses:

(1) n,, £(0) parvametrization. Analyses of K, data
often introduce the ratio of the two form factors

E@)=.0)/1.@).

The K, ; decay distribution is then described by the
two parameters A, and £(0) (assuming time reversal
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invariance and A_=0). These parameters can be deter-
mined by three different methods:

Method A. By studying the Dalitz plot or the pion
spectrum of K, ; decay. The'Dalitz plot density is
[see, e.g. Chounet et al. (1972)]:

plE,, E,) = F2(H)[A +BE®) +CE@)?],
where

A=myQRE,E, -myE})+m%(;E!-E,)),

B=m2%(E,-3E!),

C=imE,,

2 2 2
E;:E':BX—E”:' _m_’ld'é’:;(__.t:__yﬁ&.___E”.
Here £, E,, and E, are respectively the pion, muon,
and neutrino energies in the kaon center of mass. The
density p is fit to the data to determine the values of
A,, £(0), and their correlation.

Method B. By measuring the K, /K, ; branching ratio
and comparing it with the theoretical ratio [see, e.g.,
Fearing et al. (1970)] as given in terms of A, and £(0),
assuming pu-e universality:

T(K:,)/T(K*,)=0.6457 +1.4115) , +0.1264£(0)
+0.0192£(0)% +0.0080x,£(0) ,

T(K°,)/T(K9) =0.6452 +1.3162x, +0.1246£(0)
+0.0186£(0)%+0.0064x,£(0) .

This cannot determine A, and £(0) simultaneously but
simply fixes a relationship between them.

Method C. By measuring the muon polarization in
K,; decay. In the rest frame of the K, the u is ex-
pected to be polarized in the direction A with P=A/
|A|, where A is given [Cabibbo and Maksymowicz
(1964)] by

A=a,(&)p,

_az(g){%[mk—E”.p D, D

ip, I? &, "m“)]”.’"}

+m, Im&@)(p, Xp,) .

If time-reversal invariance holds, £ is real, and thus
there is no polarization perpendicular to the K-decay
plane. Polarization experiments measure the weighted
average of £(t) over the ¢ range of the experiment,
where the weighting accounts for the variation with ¢
of the sensitivity to £(¢).

(2) n,, X, parametrization. Some of the more recent
K, ; analyses have parametrized in terms of the form
factors f, and f, which are associated with vector and
scalar exchahge respectively to the lepton pair. f, is
related to f, and f_ by

fod)'=f,(t) +[t/(m% —m2]f. ().
Here f,(0) must equal f,(0) unless f.(¢) diverges at ¢ =0.
The earlier assumption that f, is linear in ¢ and f_ is
constant leads to f, linear in ¢:

Folt) =1o(O)[1 + 2ot /m?)].

With the assumption that 7,(0) =7,(0), the two para-
metrizations, (1,, £(0)) and (n_, X,) are equivalent as
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long as correlation information is retained. (x,,2,)
correlations tend to be less strong than (,, £(0)) cor-
relations.

The experimental results for £(0) and its correlation
with X, are listed in the K* and K sections of the Stable
Particle Data Card Listings in Sec. XIA, XIB, or
XIC depending on whether method A, B, or C discussed
above was used. The corresponding values of A, are
listed in subsection L+M.

Because current experiments tend to use the (A, A,)
parametrization, we have added a subsection LO for
X, results. Wherever possible we have converted £(0)
results into A, results and vice versa.

(b) K, experviments.

Analysis of K 4 data is simpler than that of K, ; be-
cause the second term of the matrix element assuming
a pure vector current [Eq. (2) above] can be neglected.
Here f, is usually assumed to be \linear in {, and the
linear coefficient A, of Eq. (3) is determined.

If we remove the assumption of a pure vector cur-
rent, then the matrix element for the decay, in addi-
tion to the terms in Eq. (2), would contain

+2m  (F i, (L + v, + @f o/m )P ), (P,), 7,0, (1 +v)u,

where fg is the scalar form factor, and f, is the tensor
form factor. In the case of the K ; decays where the

f. term can be neglected, experiments have yielded
limits on |fg/f.| and |f,/f.].

The K,, results for x,, |fs/f.|, and |f;/f.| are listed
in the subsections L+ , FS, and FT, respectively of
the K* and K9 sections of the Stable Particle Data Card
Listings.

See also the Note on K*, and Ky, Form Factors in the
K* section of the Stable Particle Data Card Listings for
additional discussion of the K|, parameters, corre-
lations, and conversion between parametrization and
also for a comparison of the experimental results.

3. CP violation in KO decays

We list parameters for four different reactions in
which CP can be tested [for details, see Okun and
Rubbia (1967), Steinberger (1969), and Wolfenstein
(1969)].

(a) Kg— arrmC.
The quantity measured here is the ratio of amplitudes
AJBg=m1 ) /A (K~ 7 1%)=x +1y . (4)

If CPT invariance holds and there is no I =3 state pres-
ent, then x can be neglected and CP violation would be
observed as a nonzero y. We give the result for Eq.

(4) in the K3 section of the Stable Particle Table and
under Branching Ratio R4 in the K section of the Stable
Particle Data Card Listings. Our procedure is to
assume that x =0, and to list (Ag/A,)? in the form of a
branching ratio.

(b) Chavge asymmetry in K-~ 3w decays.

As mentioned above, the presence of a term in (s,
—s,) in expression (1) describing the Dalitz plot dis-
tribution for 7*, 7° decays of K mesons would be an
indication of CP violation. Experimenters have used
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several forms for this CP-violation term. As described
in the mini-review in the K* section of the Stable Par-
ticle Data Card Listings, we have converted all results
to coefficientj in Eq. (1) above. The latter is listed
among the CP-violating parameters at the back of the
K section of the Stable Particle Data Card Listings.
Note that only upper limits have been reported for this
quantity.

(c) Asymmetry in the K, — n'l*v decays.
The quantity measured and compiled here is

K, ~rlv)-T(K,~7Tv)

&= .
(K, =7 1*v)+ T (K, - m1"v)

This asymmetry violates CP invariance. If CPT is
good, for a pure K‘i beam, & can be written as

5=2[(1 - |x|2)/(|1 - |2)]Ree R
where x is the AS = AQ-violating parameter defined in
section B.4, and € is the parameter of the expansion
K =[(1+€)|K) (1 -€)|K)]/[2(1+ |€|D]/2, (5a)
Ko =[1+e)|KY+ (1 -€)|K)]/[2(1+|€]|®)]*/2.  (5Db)
We give 0 in the Addendum to the Stable Particle Table.
In addition, in the K9 CP-violation section of the Stable
Particle Data Card Listings, we list 6 separately for
K9 ~muv and K - mev.
(@) K, - 2m decay.
The relevant parameters are
N, .=AK,~11)/AKs~7*1")
= || exp(ig,.),
Noo =A (K, —1°1°) /A (K s = 7°1°)
= | oo | €xpdoo) 5
€, defined in Egs. (5) above, and
€ =3iV2 exp[i(6, — 6,)]Im(A,/A,) .
Here, A; and §; are the amplitude and phase of 77 scat-
tering at the K mass, defined by
(I=0|T|K)=exp(id,)A,,
(I=2|T|K) =exp(ic,)A,.
Wu and Yang (1964) have derived the relationships
N,_=€+€", MNy=€-2€".

We give n,_, 7Moo, ¢,.., and ¢y, in the Addendum to the
Stable Particle Table. The phases are measured di-
rectly, whereas the magnitudes 7,_ and 7,, are derived
parameters. We use, as far as we can, the directly
measured quantities as input and calculate 7,. and 7,
from the values given by our constrained fits. There-
fore, if one looks at the Data Card Listings, most of the
!17[ measurements appear in the form of branching
ratios, with appropriate comments. We then give the
values of 1,_ and |7y |? in a separate list at the end of
the CP-violating parameters section of the KZ section
of the Stable Particle Data Card Listings.
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4. AS = AQ rule in K° decays

The relative amount of AS+ AQ component present
is measured by the parameter x, defined as
x=AER = 11)/AK=11"V).
We list Re{x} and Im{x} for both K,; and K, ; at the end

of the Stable Particle Data Card Llstmgs and give val-
ues in the Addendum to the Stable Particle Table.

C. n-decay parameters
1. C-violation in n decays

As a test of possible C-violation in electromagnetic
interactions, a number of experiments have looked for
possible charge asymmetries in the decays n— 77 7°
and n—7*71"y. We list the following parameters:

(a) The left-right asymmetry
A=N"=N)/(N"+N),

where N'*) means the number of events with the 7
. energy greater than the 7 energy in the n rest frame.
(b) The sextant asymmetry

+)

_ N +Ng+Ng =N, —N, = N
$” N,+N,+Nz+N,+ N +Ng

for the decay n—m*m"1°. The numbers refer to the sex-

tants of the Dalitz plot [see, for example, Layter
(1972)]. A, is sensitive to an /=0 C-violating asym-
metry. ‘

(c) The quadrant asymmetry A,, defined in a similar
way as A,, but with each sector of the Dalitz plot now
containing 7/2 rather than 7/3 radians. A, is sensitive
to an I=2 C-violating final state.

(d) The d-wave contribution to the C-violating am-
plitude in the decay n—7*7"y. The upper limit for this
contribution is measured by the parameter 3, defined
by

dN/d|cos8 | cc sin?9 (1 + B cos?0) ,

where 0 is the angle between the 7* and the v in the di-
pion center of mass. A term proportional to cos?§
could also be due to p- and f-wave interference.

We list A for the decay modes n—7*r"7° and 7
~m*r"y, A; and A for the decay n—n*r"7° and B for
the decay n—7*7"y in the 7 section of the Stable Particle
Data Card Listings.

2. Dalitz plot for n—» n* w-n0

The Dalitz plot for the decay n— m*r"7°
the distribution \

may be fit by

|M(x,9)|2cl+ay +by*+cx +dx®+exy .
Here, »
x=V3(T,-T.)/Q, y=(3BT,/Q)-1,

, T_, T, are the Kinetic energies of the 7*, 77, and
7° in the 1 rest system, and Q =m, —m,, —m, _—m .
The coefficient of the term linear in x is sensitive to
C-violation due to an /=0 or /=2 final state. We list

papers presenting determinations of the parameters
a, b, ¢, and d in the 1 section of the Stable Particle
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Data Card Listings. However, we do not tabulate val-
ues of these parameters because the assumptions made
by different authors are not compatible and do not allow
comparison of the numerical values.

3. Dalitz plot for n—»> n*7-y

The Dalitz plot for the decay n— 77"y may be fit to
the expression

|M|2cl 420z,
where
2 3 1 2 p2
2T 34 [m —3m (E"_Sm")] TPl

max

Here E,; is the energy of the ith pion in the 7 rest
frame, and p is the distance to the center of the Dalitz
plot. We list the parameter « in the n section of the
Stable Particle Data Card Listings.

D. Baryon-decay parameters

1. A/V ratio for baryon leptonic decays
Consider the decay

B;=B;+l+v.

Assuming V,A theory, neglecting “induced” scalar,
“induced” pseudoscalar, and axial weak-magnetism
terms, and neglecting the q° dependence of the form
factors, the baryon part of the matrix element for
these decays may be written [Goldberger and Treiman
(1958)] as

(B lyx(gv“gA'Vs) + (gw/mai)oqu IBi> ’

where B; and B, represent initial and final baryons,

g4 and g, the axial and vector coupling constants, g,
the weak magnetism coupling constant, and ¢, the

sum of the lepton momenta. Here the Pauli represen-
tation is used for the y matrices. The ratio g,/g, may
be written as

ga/8v=ga/2v| expli¢),

where ¢ is 0+ nw if time reversal holds [see Jackson
et al. (1957)].

Experiments on the leptonic decays of baryons other
than the neutron have generally assumed ¢ to be either
0 or m, and have thus measured the magnitude and sign
of g,/gy. In studying neutron beta decay, however, ex-
periments have been sensitive enough to measure ¢
more precisely, and we include the phase angle in our
Listings for this case. It is consistent with time-rev-
ersal invariance, and by using the above definition of
the matrix element with the Pauli representations, the
value of g,/g  in neutron beta decay is negative.

Due to statistical limitation the weak magnetism form
factor g, is usually assumed from CVC and SU(3), so
only g, and g, are determined experimentally. This
determination is accomplished in a variety of ways.

(a) The lepton-neutrino angular correlation provides
a measure of the absolute value of g ,/g, [for relevant
formulas, see, e.g., Albright (1959)].

(b) The up-down asymmetry of the lepton from po-
larized baryon decays provides a measure of g,/g
with its sign [for relevant formulas, see, e.g., Albright
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(1959)].

(c) The lepton spectrum, given enough statistics,
provides a measure of g ,/g, with its sign [for relevant
formulas, see, e.g., Bender (1968)].

(d) The polarization of the decay baryon, from po-
larized or unpolarized initial baryon, also provides
g4/gv with its sign [for formulas, see, e.g., Willis and
Thompson (1968)].

(e) The presence of a term proportional to

' Op; " (pe pr) s
where the initial baryon is polarized or

an : (pe x pv) ’

where the polarization of the decay baryon is observed
provides a measure of the deviation of ¢ from O or 7,
and is thus a test of time-reversal invariance [see,
e.g., Willis and Thompson (1968)].

We compile the ratio g ,/g, with its sign, for those
decays for which it has been measured.

All the coupling constants and decay rates for baryon
leptonic decays are related by Cabibbo’s theory
[Cabibbo (1963)], extended to six quarks (andthree
mixing angles) by Kobayashi and Maskawa (1973). A
recent fit to this theory has been done by Shrock and
Wang (1978).

2. Asymmetry parameters in nonleptonic hyperon decays

The transition matrix for the hyperon decay may be
written as

M=s+plo-q), (6)

where s and p are the parity-changing and the parity-
conserving amplitudes, respectively; o is the Pauli
spin operator, and q is a unit vector along the direction
of the decay baryon in the hyperon rest frame.

The asymmetry parameters are defined by the rela-
tions

a=2Re(s*p)/(|s|?+|p|?),
g=2Im(s*p)/(|s |2+ [p|?),
r=(sF=1p[2/(s*+|p|?.

With the transition matrix (6), ‘the angular distribu-
tion of the decay baryon, in the hyperon rest system,
is of the form

I=1+aPy-q,

where P, =(Y|0|Y) is the hyperon polarization.
In the notation of Lee and Yang (1957) the polariza-
tion Py of the decay baryon is?

_ (@+Py-q)g+BPyxq) +vg X (Py Xq)
- 1+aPyeq

PB ’
where Py is defined in that rest system of the baryon
obtained by a Lorentz transformation along q from the
hyperon rest system in which q and Py are defined.

’Note that Lee and Yang (1957) contains a misprint. The
minus sign in the definition of g should be replaced by a 2. In
addition, our unit vector q is the direction of the baryon,
whereas their unit vector P is the direction of the pion.
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Note that « is the helicity of the decay baryon for un-
polarized hyperons.
The three parameters &, B8, and y satisfy the relation

a?+B%49%=1.

It is then convenient to describe hyperon nonleptonic
decays in terms of the two independent parameters «
and the angle ¢ defined by

B=(1-0a?'2ging ,
y=Q1-a®*'2cos9,

which has a more nearly gaussian distribution than 8
or y. Evidently

—sm<¢p<szmfory>0,
rim<¢p <37 fory<O.

In discussing time-reversal invariance, the quantity
of interest is 4, defined by

a=2]s||p|ecosa/(|s |2+ [p]?),
=-2]sllp|sina/(|s[*+ |p|?);

that is, A is the phase angle of s relative to p. Evident-
ly

- ol

T<A<3r for >0,
+ir< A<y for @<0.

Under the assumption of time-reversal invariance, the

angle A must satisfy the relation

A=5,-9,,

modulo 7, where 6, and J, are the pion-baryon scat-
tering phase shifts at the appropriate energy and for
the appropriate isospin state. For A decay, assuming
the validity of the |AI| =3 rule, \

A=5_-08,=(7.0+1.0) deg.?
s b

In the Stable Particle Data Card Listings we give « and
¢ for each decay since they are the most closely related
to the experiments and are essentially uncorrelated.
Whenever necessary we have changed the signs of the
reported values, so as to agree with our conventions.

In the Stable Particle Table we give o, ¢, and A with
errors; and for convenience we also give the central
value of y, without an error.

VII. STATISTICAL PROCEDURES

We divide this discussion on obtaining averages and
errors into two sections:

A. the unconstrained case, or “simple averaging”,
and
B. the constrained case.

In what follows, the term “error” means one standard
deviation (10); that is, for central value ¥ and error
5%, the range X + 6x¥ constitutes a 68.3% confidence in-
terval.

- 3This value for 65— 06, 1is derived from the phase-shift analy-
ses by Ayed (1976). The error is our estimation of the uncer-
tainty allowing for possible correlations.



Particle Data Group: Review of particle properties

A. Unconstrained averaging

We first describe the standard procedure we have
used for several years to determine averages and
errors. We then discuss a second method, which we
feel offers a less conservative, but possibly more
accurate, estimate of errors.

1. Standard procedure—Gaussian distribution with
scale factor

We begin by assuming that measurements of a given
quantity obey a gaussian distribution, and thus we cal-
culate a weighted average and error

¥ 0% = (Zw,xi/Zw,)t( Zi:wiy/z ,

w, =[1/(ox,7], :

where x; and 6x; are the value and error, respectively,
reported by the ith experiment, and the sums run over
N experiments. We also calculate x* and compare it
with its expectation value of N — 1.

If x3/(N - 1) is less than or equal to 1, and there are
no known problems with the data, we accept the above
results.

If x2/(N - 1) is very large, or if there is prior knowl-
edge of extremely large inconsistencies between ex-
periments, we may choose not to average the data at
all. Alternatively, we may quote the calculated average,
but then give an educated guess as to the error; such a
guess is generally a quite conservative estimate de-
signed to take into account known problems with the
data.

Finally, if x®3/(N —1) is greater than 1, but not to
such a large extent, we still average the data, but then
try to make up for this fact in two ways:

(i) We plot an ideogram to guide the reader in de-
ciding which data might be rejected before selected
averages are made. An example of such an ideogram
is givenin Fig. 3 below. Each experiment appearing

(1)

WEIGHTED AVERAGE = 104.2 % 12.1
ERRDR SCALED BY 2.3

—_

HISQ
——t FOLEY 72 CNTR 0.
..... GRAYER 71 ASPK 7
1

,,,,,,,, ALSTON-6A 70 HBC 0.
1Y P P DAHL 67 HBC  10.
- -BARLOU 67 HBC  10.
- “BARLOM 67 HBC 3.0
32.6

(CDNLEV
=0.000)

S
2
.2
- -CRENNEL 71 HBC .4
3
1
3

[s] SO 100 150 200 250
A2 WIDTH (MEV), K KBAR MDDE

FIG. 3. Ideogram of early measurements of the A, width, as
determined from the KK mode. The vertical line indicates the
position of the weighted average, while the horizontal bar atop
the line gives the error in the average after scaling by the
SCALE factor. Only those experiments indicated by + error
flags were precise enough to be accepted in the calculation of
the SCALE factor; the column on the far right gives the x?
contribution of each of these experiments. Occasionally, less
precise experiments are included in the calculation of the
weighted average, but not SCALE; they have Ll error flags.
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in the plot is represented by a gaussian with central
value x;, error &x,;, and area proportional to 1/5x,.
The choice of area is a somewhat arbitrary one; it is
based on the assumption that an experimenter will work
to reduce his (or her) systematic errors until they are
slightly smaller (but seldom much smaller) than the
statistical errors. Thus, as a bubble chamber phys-
icist gets more events, he (or she) will use them both
to reduce the statistical errors and to study the biases.
Our confidence that a significant systematic error

has not been made in a given experiment, as compared
with other contradictory experiments, then tends to

go up as 1/6x;.

But why not assign a weight l/éxf, as is done when
computing a weighted average? We feel that this is
equivalent to assuming that large systematic errors
are as infrequent as large statistical fluctuations, and
that this is unrealistic.

We emphasize the difference between least-squares
averaging (where the weighting factor is the inverse
square of the error) and the ideograms prepared for
visual display. The former arithmetic is of course
best if one has statistically distributed input, and yields
a narrow gaussian distribution centered at the weighted
mean. The ideogram (often multipeaked and certainly
not gaussian) is based on the opposite hypothesis that
some of the input is systematically in error. The idea
behind least-squares averaging is that experiments 1,
2, 3, etc., are all valid (so we should multiply their
probabilities). Our ideograms arebasedonthe assump-
tion that 1 o7 2 o7 3, etc., is valid, “hedged” with 1/
bx; betting odds; we then add their probabilities. Both
approaches cannot simultaneously be right; we leave
it to the reader to choose. A glance at the ideogram
will show, however, that the discrepancy is often not
severe for reasonably distributed input.

(ii) The second way in which we try to take account of
x?/(N — 1) being greater than 1 is to scale up our quoted
error 8% in Eq. (1) by a factor

SCALE =[x*/(N - 1)]*/2. ()

Our reasoning is as follows. Since we do not know which
one or more of the experiments are wrong, we assume
that all experimentalists underestimated their errors
by the same scale factor (2). If we scale up all input
errors by this factor, x? returns to N-1, and of course
the output error scales up by the same factor.

If all the experiments have errors of about the same
size, the above (straightforward) procedure for calcu-
lating SCALE is carried out. If, however, we are to
combine experiments with widely varying errors, we
must modify the procedure slightly. This is because it
is the more precise experiments that most influence
not only the average value ¥, but also the error 6%.
Now, on the average, the low-precision experiments
each contribute about unity to botk the numerator and
the denominator of SCALE, hence the Xx® contribution
of the sensitive experiments is diluted, i.e., reduced.
Therefore, we evaluate SCALE by using only experi-
ments for which the errors are not much greater than
those of the more precise experiments. Explicitly,
to calculate SCALE we use only the most sensitive ex-
periments, i.e., those with errors less than §,, where
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the ceiling 8, is (arbitrarily) chosen to be
5, =3N/25% .

Here 06X is the unscaled error of the mean of all the
experiments. Note that if each experiment had the
same error dx;, then 6% would be 8x;/N'/2, so each
individual experiment would be well under the ceiling
on SCALE.

This scaling approach has the property that if there
are two values with comparable errors separated by
much more than their stated errors (with or without a
number of other experiments of lower accuracy), the
error on the mean value 6% is increased so that it is
approximately half the interval between the two dis-
crepant values.

We wish to emphasize the fact that our scaling pro-
cedures for errvors in no way affect central values. In
addition, if one wishes to recover the unscaled error
0%, one need only divide the given error by the SCALE
factor for that error.

2. A second procedure—Student’s distribution

The second method of averaging data, described in
detail in Roos ef al. (1975), relies upon an empirical
determination of the distribution of the residuals for
the ensemble of data appearing in the Review. The
residual for the ith measurement of a quantity with
average value ¥ is defined as

h; =(Xi —7)/6951 .

Roos et al. select several different subsamples of the
data, and show that the residuals for each subsample
have approximately the same properties; in particular,
their first few even moments ' are similar. Since the
distributions have longer tails than a gaussian, the
authors choose to represent them by a distribution func-
tion having such a property, namely the Student dis-
tribution

Sn(h/C)=K[1 + &%E]-(MI)/Z_

Here K is a normalization constant, and » and ¢ are
parameters which the authors then fit to the combined
sample of data. The resulting empirical distribution is

(r/1.11)2 11/
WAL @

Note that the shape of S,, is somewhere between that
of a gaussian (=S.) and that of a Breit—Wigner (=S,).

@

sm(h/1.11)=0.351[1+

Particle Data Group: Review of particle properties

The proposed method of averaging the data for a given
quantity then consists of finding the value of ¥ which
maximizes the log-likelihood function

log£({x;} |x) = Z, log[s“’< )]’

the sum here is again taken over all N measurements
of x. The error 6x is determined by finding the varia-
tion in ¥ needed to decrease the log-likelihood by 1/2:

logL{x;}|%) —loge(x} |7+ o%)=3%.

X; =X

1.116x, ®)

(6)
3. Comparison of procedures

Both of the procedures described above adopt a par-
tially empirical approach to the problem that measured
values for the quantities tabulated in this Review do not
exhibit the gaussian behavior naively expected. (This
problem, it should be noted, persists even when careful
attempts are made to resolve difficulties and incon-
sistencies in the data prior to averaging.)

The first approach operates on a quantity-by-quantity
basis and adjusts the error in each case so that no
scaled x2/(N — 1) is greater than 1. This is obviously
rather conservative, since even if the data obeyed a
gaussian distribution, about half of the quantities would
be expected to have x2/(N -1)>1.

The second approach, on the other hand, assumes
that (provided we first eliminate quantities with ob-
vious, known problems) all quantities have the same
theoretical distribution function, namely the fairly long-
tailed S,o(r/1.11). With this supposition, if a particular
quantity has a large x?, it is assumed to be just a
happenstance, occasioned by a random fluctuation into
the long tails, and no special scaling for this quantity
is done. This procedure thus results in generally
smaller, or less conservative, error estimates for
quantities having x2/(N - 1)>1. (However, it should
be noted that, because of the overall scale of 1.11 ap-
pearing in the empirical Student’s distribution, the
errors for quantities with 2/ — 1) <1 are actually
increased by about 10%.) Table 3 shows some com-
parisons of sample results from the two procedures,
using data from the 1978 edition of the Review. Shifts
in both X and 6% can be observed, especially where
SCALE>1.

Since the second procedure is a significant departure
from the traditional method, we have repeated the pre-
viously adopted approach: in the Data Card Listings
we give the average-and-error for each quantity cal-

TABLE HOI. Comparison of procedures (data from 1978 edition).
Pure Standard method: Proposed method:
gaussian gaussian + scale factor Student’s distribution
Particle property X+ 6% X+ 6% Scale X+ 0%

% mass (MeV) 770.23 +0.65 770.23 +0.88 1.3 770.25 +0.82
7’ mass (MeV) 957.57 x0.25 957.57 +£0.25 1.0 957.57 x0.28
¢ mass (MeV) 1019.62 +0.16 1019.62 +0.24 1.5 1019.68 +0.21
K} mean life(107%s) 5,158 =0.042 5.158 +0.042 1.0 5.158 +0.046
v* mean life(10™0s) 0.8015+ 0, 0053 0.8015+ 0, 0053 1.0 0.8015+0. 0058
X~ mean life (10-%) 1.483 +0,011 1.483 +0.015 1.4 1.481 +0.012
K*—rirrn™ (%) 5.521 +0.075 5.521 +0.098 1.3 5.533 =0, 089
A—»p'ir'(%) 63.99 +£0.49 63.99 £0.49 1.0 63.98 +0.55
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culated both ways; the standard way is labelled at the
left with the code “AVG”, while the second way is la-
belled “STUDENT”.
we continue to use the standard procedure—gaussian
with SCALE factor. As in the past, a SCALE factor
greater than 1 is indicated by the appearance of
“S=...” next to the value and error.

B. Constrained fits

Except for trivial cases, all branching ratios and
rate measurements are analyzed by the computer
program AHR. This program makes a simultaneous
least-squares fit to all the data, and outputs the partial-
decay fractions P;, width I', partial widths I";, and
their error matrix.

The original version of AHR was written by J. Peter
Berge. It is documented separately, and we wish here
only to give the simplest nontrivial example that per-
mits us to comment on the error matrix and the scale
factor. )

Assume that a state has only three partial-decay
fractions, P,, P,, and P, (EP,=1), which have been
measured in four different ratios, R,,...,R,, where,
e.g., R,=P,/P,, R,=P,/P,, etc.* Further assume
that each ratio has been measured by N experiments
(we designate each experiment with a subscript x, e.g.,
R,). Then AHR finds the best values of P,, P,, and
P, by minimizing x?, namely

CE[FEspmy) o

r=1 x=1

In addition to the fitted values Fi, the program cal-
culates an error matrix (6?@?1.}. We tabulate the
diagonal elements 6P ;=(5P,;5P,;)*/? (except that some
errors are scaled according to Eq. (2) as discussed
below). In the listings we give the complete error ma-
trix; we also calculate the fitted value of each ratio,
for comparison with the input data, and list it below
the relevant input, along with a simple unconstrained
average of the same input.

Two further comments on the example above.

(1) There was no connection between measurements
of the width and the branching ratios. But often we also
have information on partial widths I"; as well as total
width I'. In this case AHR must introduce T" as a pa-
rameter into the fit, along with the relations T';
=T'P;,ZT;=T. When appropriate, we tabulate the T';
along with the P;, and give error matrices in the
listings.

(2) Note that we do not allow for correlations between
input data. We do try to pick those ratios and widths
which are as independent and as close to the original
data as possible.

In asymwmetric errors, we use a continuous function
of 6(P)* and 6(P)" in the fitting. When no errors are
reported, we merely list the data for inspection.

Hypevon-decay pavametevs. The program AHR
handles any type of input, @, ¢, A, B, or v, according
to the definitions of Sec. VI. If for a particular hyperon
decay there are data for more than two of the decay

*We can handle any R of the form R = 3a;P;/58;P}, Where o,
and 8; are constants, usually 1 or 0.
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In the Tables of Particle Properties,

parameters, they are analyzed by using the constraint
.a2+62+.}/2___1.

Inconsistent constrained data. According to our
simple example, which led to Eq. (7), the double sum
for x® is summed over experiments x =1 to N, leaving
a single sum over ratios

3= 202
r

Even before fitting, some of the x? may be too large.
But if we scaled them before fitting, then the scaling
would move the central value, contrary to our policy.
So we do not scale until after the first fit; then, know-
ing the fitted xZ and its expectation value (x2) we form
SCALE factors (just as before), i.e.,

(SCALE)?=x2/(x%),

- and if any (SCALE), is greater than 1, all N of the

measurements of that particular ratio are equally
penalized by having their errors increased by (SCALE),.
Program AHR then recycles on all the data, those with
errors unchanged as well as those with errors in-
creased. We then get new values, 6P for the errors in
the partial decay modes.

Because of the constraint (ZP; =1) some SCALE fac-
tors may still be greater than 1 even after this second
pass. If this is so, the whole procedure (i.e., in-
creasing errors by the new SCALE factors and re-
cycling through AHR) is repeated.

At the end of AHR’s final pass we have two mea-
sures of the errors for the P;. One is, of course, the
6P, i.e., the errors in the final fitted values P} which
include the effects of scaling the input errors. The
other measure of the errors is (P, - P}), i.e., the shift
in the central values of the ith mode between the first
(unscaled) fit and the final (scaled) fit. In practice we
find that on the average these two measures of the un-
certainty are about equal. Rather than selecting just
one or the other, our tabulated errors are given by
the combination

(8P )15 = [0P2 + (P, “pé)z]“z,

where P, is the fitted value of the ith partial-decay
mode before scaling, P} is its value after scaling, and
8P} is the error in P;. The SCALE factors we finally
list in such cases are defined by

(SCALE), =(6P,),,,/5P; .

However, in line with our policy of not letting SCALE
affect the central values, we give the values of F, ob-
tained from the original (unscaled) fits. (The differen-
ces between the P, calculated with either the scaled or
the unscaled errors are, of course, always within the
tabulated errors, (6P; )m )
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TABLES OF PARTICLE PROPERTIES

April 1980
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(Closing date for data: Jan. 1, 1980)

Stable Particle Table

For additional parameters, see Addendum to this table.

Quantities in italics have changed by more than one (old) standard deviation since April 1978.

Particle 15(0P)c,@  Mass Mean 1ife Partial decay mode
(Mev) (sec) b b or
Mass2 et Mode Fraction Pmax®
(GeV)Z (cm) (MeV!cz
PHOTON
Y 0,1(17)- 0(<6x10~22) _ stable
LEPTONS
v I=4 0(<0.00006) stable stable
e (>3x10%m,, (MeV))
e =% 0.5110034 stable stable
£.0000014 (>5x1021y)
v =1 0(<0.57) stable stable
M (>246x104m,,"(MeV))
v
M =1 105.65946 2.197120x1076 ey (98.6,, , )% 53
£.00024 £.000077 e~vvy e 1.4%0% gz 53
m?3=0.01116392 ¢1=6.5868x10% e~yy ( <4 )x1072 53
m,,-mgt=~33.9074 e"ete” (<1.9 )x10~ 53
£.0012 ey (<1.9 )x10~10 53
eTvev, ( <25 )% 53
9
'r‘jd
T =4f 1784 <2.3x10"12 #ov (17.9 £1.5 )% 889
4 : e (17.0 #1.1 )% 892
m?=3.18 c7<0.07 hadron™ neutrals  ( 33 %10 )%
v ( 8.2 £2.6 )7] 887
o v (22 24 %) 723
f{ K~ neutrals ( small )]
e~y +u"y ( <12 )% 892
3(hadron%) neutrals ( 35 11 )%
L n o . ( 4.2 1.3 )% 715
f{n~n~n*y (incl.mpy) (7 5 )%) 864
H{ n-n~n*(20n0)0 (18 7 %) 864
(23chgd.) neutrals ( 32 5 )%
t[ e~ ched.parts. .
+p~ chgd.parts. ( <4 V%)
NONSTRANGE MESONS?
nt_d
=,
nt 17(07)  139.5669 2.6030%x1078 "% 100 % B 30
.0012 £.0023 ety ( 1.267£0.023)x10~ 70
m?=0.0194789 c¢71=780.4 utvy €(  1.24£0.25)x10"% 30
(rt=17)/T= etyn® ( 1.02£0.07)x 10": 5
(0.05£0.07)% etvy €( 5.6 20.7 )x1072 70
(test of CPT) etvete™ (<5 Ix10 70
1"0 17(07)+  134.9626 0.828x10~16 v ( 98.85£0.05)% 67
£.0039 £.057 S=1.8% yete™ ( 1.1520.05)% 67
m2=0.0182149 c7=2.5x107° 7y ( <1.5 %1078 67
Myt-m,0=4.6043 : eteTete” &( 3.32 ))110'5 (65’7
+.0037 rrvy ( <4 )x10” 7
ete” ( 2.2 2% 1077 67
n 0%(07)+ 548.8 r=(0.8540.12)keV 3 (38.0 1.0 )7 s-1.z: 274
0.6 Neutral decays oy A 3.1 211 )% S=1.2; 258
S=1.4 (71.0£0 .7)% 3n (129.9 £1.1 )7 S=1.1% 180
m2=0.3012 S=1.1% ntnn0 (123.6 £0.6 )% S=1.17 175
ntnTy ( 4.8920.13)% S=1.1 236
ete”y ( 0.50%0.12)% 274
e*te~n0 ( <4 )x10~3 258
ntn~ ( <0.15 )% 236"
Charged decays ete ntn~ ( 0.1 £0.1 )% 236
(29.0£0.7)% ntnn0y ( <6 )x10™4 175
Se1.1% ‘ Ty ( <0.2 )% 236
ot ( 2.2 0.8 )x10~5 253
wtuTy ( 1.5 20.8 )x10™* 253
uru~n® ( <5 yx10~4 211
ete” (<3 )x10™4 274

Rev. Mod. Phys., Vol. 62, No. 2, Part I, April 1980



S18

Stable Particle Table (cont’d)

Particle Data Group: Review of particle properties

Particle IG(JP)Cna Mass Mean life Partial decay mode
(MeVv) (sec) R P or
Mass cT Mode Fraction Pmax®
(Gev)?2 (cm) (MeV/c)
STRANGE MESONS%
K+ d
K:t +(07)  493.669 1.2371x10~8 wre ( 63.50£0.16)% 236
£0.015 £.0026 S=1.9% n*n0 ( 21.16%0.15)7% 205
m2=0.24371 c1=370.9 ntatn ( 5.59£0.03)% S=1.1% 125
(t-17)/7= ntnOn0 ( 1.73£0.05)% S=1.3% 133
(.11£.09)% ptym0 ( 3.20£0.09)% S=1.7% 215
(test of CPT) etun® ( 4.82£0.05)% S=1.1% 228
S=1.2% utvy € 5.8 3.5 )x1073 236
etynOn® (1.8 ¥4 )x1073 207
mys-mgo=-4.01 etuntn ( 3.9038:85)x107° 203
+0.13 e“pntnt (<5 )x1077 203
S=1.1 uwtuntn~ ( 0.9 £0.4 )x107? 151
uomtat ( <3.0 )x10-6 151
% ( 1.54£0.09)x107> 247
etvy (SD+) ( 1.5240.23)x1075 247
e*vy (SD-) _ (<t.0 )x10~4 247
n*nOy Ji€( 2.75£0.16)x107% 205
ntntnTy €( 1.0 £0.4 )x10”*% 125
utonOy €( <6 )x1073 215
etunOy e( 3.7 £1.4 )x107? 228
ete n* ( 2.6 £0.5 )x10”~7 227
etetn™ ( <1 )x1078 227
prucwt ( <2.4 )x10~6 172
wtyy €( <3.5 )x1075 227
mtyyy €( <3.0 )x10~4 227
o ( <0.6 )x10~6 227
mty ( <4 )x1076 227
e*tutn¥ (<7 )x1072 214
e“utnt (<5 )x1072 214
ety ( <6 )x1073 247
wtovo ( <6 )x10~6 236
utvete” (11 £3  )x1077 236
u-vete ( <2.0 )x10-8 236
etrete ( 2 i% )x10~7 247
KO 4(07)  a97.67 50% K 50% K
. %= Kshorts > Kiong
Ko £0.13
S=1.1
KO m?=0.24768
1 -
= (07) 0.8923x10~10 ntn” ( 68.61 )% * 206
S +.0022 nOn0 ( 31.39%0-34)y S=1.1 209
c7=2.675 wtuo (<3.2 )x10~7 225
ete” ( <3.4 )><10'f3 249
ntnTy €( 1.85£0.10)x10”7 206
7y ( <0.4 )x10 249
KO to 5.183x1078 nOnOn0 (21.5 £0.7 )% S=1.3% 139
L +.040 n*nn0 (12.3920.18)% S=1.2_ 133
cT=1554 ¥ ( 27.0 0.5 )% S=1.1_ 216
n*ey (incl.mevy) ( 38.8 0.5 )% S=1.1 229
mevy € 1.3 0.8 )% 229
my ~mg = 0.5349x101%R sec™! e k( 0.203+0.005)% « 206
L S $0.0022 n0n0 kK 0.094£0.018)% S=1.5 209
ntaTy €( 6.0 £2.0 )x107> 206
nOyy (<2.4 x10™4 231
vy ( 4.9 £0.5 )x10™% 249
en (<2.0 )x10~2 238
wrtp~ ( 9.1 £1.9 )x107? 225
wruTy ( <7.8 %1078 225
ATt ( <5.7 )x10~3 177
ete” ( <2.0 )x10~2 249
etey ( <2.8 )x10~3 249
- - -6
n*tn-ete ( <8.8 )%10 206
nOnte¥y ( <2.2 yx10™3 207
CHARMED MESONS®
p*._d
=
D* 407y 186837 (2.5%3:2)x10713 K~anything (10 7 )%
2 20.9 ' K'n*n*(o'mcl‘ K*n)  ( 3.9 £1.0)%] 845
m3=3.491 c7=0.007 1 K*(892)%n* ( seen )] 456
mpt-mpo=5.0 T K K*n* ( <0.6 V%] 743
0.8 K%anything (39 #29 )%
T KOn* ( 1.5 0.6 )%] 862
etanything m( 8.2 +1.2 )%
atntnT { <0.31 )% 908
K*anything ( 6 16 )%
K¥tntn~ ( <0.20 )% 845
po_d
Do L0y 1863.14 (3.5%3:3)x10713 K¥anything (35 £10 )%
=0 0.9 ’ HES N ( 1.8 £0.5 )%) 860
D m?=3.471 c1=0.01 T K n*n0 (12 6 )%] 843
T Kontntn ( 3.5 £0.9 )%] 812
r(D%-D%K*n~ K%anything + K%any ( 57 %26 )%
F(D9=Km) <0.16 T ROn0'+ KOO ( <6 )%) 859
H{ KOn*n~ + KOn*n™ ( 4.4 £1.1)%] 841
e*anything m( 8.2 1.2 )%
nta~ ( 5.9 £3.2 )x1074 921
KYK™ ( 2.0 0.8 )x1073 790
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Particle Data Group: Review of particle properties

Stable Particle Table (cont’d)

Particle IG(\]P)CHa Mass Mean 1ife Partial decay mode
(Mev) (sec) p or
Mass?2 cT Mode Fraction® Pmax
(GeV)2 (cm) (MeV/c)
NONSTRANGE BARYONS®
p (4% 938.2796 stable (>103%y) stable
+0.0027 n
m?=0.880369 lapl-lael < 10721|q,l
n 33+ 939.5731 917114 e~V 1 % 1
+0.0027 cr=2.75%x1013 pvrv (chg.noncons.) ( <3 )x10~19 1
m2=0.882798 )
my-mp=—1.29343
° +0.00004 lagl < 10-2%jq 1"
STRANGENESS -1 BARYONS?
A o(+*  1115.60 2.632x10710 pn” (64.2, 5 )% 100
£0.05 +.020 S=1.6% nn® (35.8% 92 )z 104
S=1.2 c7=7.89 pe v ( 8.07£0.28)x107*4 163
m?3=1.2446 pu"v ( 1.57$0.35)x10™4 131
mp~mgo=~76.86 pnTy €( 0.85:0.14)x1073 100
£0.08
z"‘ 1+%)  1189.36 0.800x10"10 pn® (51.64,0 30)% 189
+0.06 £.004 nn* ( 48.36%9-3%7 185
s=1.8% c7=2.40 py ( 1.24£0.18)x10™3 .a* 225
m%=1.4146 nnty €( 0.93£0.10)x10~3 185
Aetv ( 2.02£0.47)x10™2 71
mg+-mg-= ~7.,98 LEtottny) o, § oty ( <3.0 )x10”3 202
+.08 [XOREYRT RN { ne*y: ( <0.5 )x10™3 224
s=1.2% pete” ( <7 )x10~6 225
):O HE+P  1192.46 5.8x10"20 Ay 100 % 74
+0.08 £1.3 Aete” 2( 5.45 )x10~3 74
m3=1.4220 cr=1.7x10"? Ary (<3 )% 74
> 1HE+)  1197.34 1.482x10710 nn” 100 % 193
£0.05 +.011 S=1.3% nev ( 1.08£0.04)x1073 230
m?3=1.4336 cT=4.44 nuTy ( 0.45£0.04)x1073 210
Ae v ( 0.61%0.05)x104 79
mgo-mg-= ~4.88 nn”y €( 4.6 £0.6 )x107* 193
+.06
STRANGENESS -2 BARYONS®
EO (349 13149 2.90x10710 An® 100 % 135
$0.6 +.10 | A ( 0.5 %0.5 )% 184
m?3=1.7290 c1=8.69 50, ( <7 )% 117
pn ( <3.6 )x10~% 299
pev (<t.3 )x1073 323
ey (<t.1 )x10~3 120
ety ( <0.9 yx10~3 112
mzo-mz-=-6.4 tuy (<t.t )x1073 64
£.6 sty (<0.9 yx1073 49
puv (<1.3 )x1073 309
= F(3h9 132132 1.641x10-10 An 100 % 139
£0.13 +.016 Ae~v ( 2.8 #1.2 )x10™* 190
m2=1.7459 cT=4.92 0~y ( <5 )xlO“‘ 123
ATY ( 3.1 #1.2 )x1074 163
£0u~y ( <8 x10™4 70
an~ (<t.1 )x10~3 303
ne”v ( <3.2 )x10™3 327
nu"v ( <1.5 )% 313
£y (<t.2 )x10-3 118
prnn” ( <4 )x10™4 223
pnTeTv ( <4 yx10~4 304
pn Ty ( <4 )x10~4 250
=0e~y ( <2.3 )x1073 6
STRANGENESS -3 BARYON®
O o(2*)9 1672.22 0.82x10"10 (68.6 £1.3 )% 211
£.31 +.03 (23.4 £1.3 )% 293
m?3=2.7963 cr=2.5 ( 8.0 £0.8 )% 290
( ~1 )% 319
(~2 )x1073 15
( <1.3 )x10~3 449
( <3.1 )x1073 314
NONSTRANGE CHARMED BARYON®
At oLy 2273 ~7x10~13 Antatn= ( seen ) 798
c 46 c1~0.02 pK_nt ( 2.2 £1.0 )% 814
s=1.6* pk*(892)° ( seen ) 567
m2= 5.17 A(1232)Y¥K™ ( seen ) 700

222247
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Particle Data Group: Review of particle properties

ADDENDUM TO

Stable Particle Table

Magnetic moment
1.001 159 652 41 S
€ £.000 000 000 20 2mec u Decay parameters $
Ju  1.001 165 924 ;‘“c p =0.752£¢0.003 n = - 0.12 £0.21
£.000 000 009 M §£=0.972£0.013 6= 0.755$0.009 h = 1.00£0.13
lga’/gyl=0.86%3:33 ¢ = 180°£15°
T] Mode Left-right asymmetry Sextant asymmetry Quadrant asymmetry
ntnn0 (0.124.17)% (0.19£0.16)% (~0.17£0.17)%
ntnTy ( 0.88+.40)% 8=0.047+0.062
K:t Mode Partial rate (sec™!) st +
o (51.3320. 17)x105 S=1.2* ope parameters for K -+ 3n
L (1740&).13»(10(;s s=1.x: K*sn*n*n~ g=-0.215£.004 s=1.4i See Data Card Listings
nmons ( 4.52£0.02)x10 S=1.17 K on~#"nt g=-0.217£.007 S=2.5] for quadratic coefficients.
om0 ( 1.40£0.04}x10° 5=1.3%| K*snOnOn* g= 0.6074.030 s=1.3%
wmlv ( 2.58£0.07)x108 S=1. K@sn*n~n® g= 0.670£.014 S=1.6%
en®,  (3.90£0.04)x106 s=1.1% *
A$= 0.029+.004 A$= 0.0301+.0016 S=1.2
KO mtn=  K(0.7689%.0033)x1010 Kﬁ{ M= 0.026+.008 s=1.5’; K?ag M= 0.034 +.006 5=2.5:
S 0 ( 0.3517+.0029)x1010 sS=1.1* Ag= ~0.003+.007 S=1.5 A§= 0.020 £.007 S=2.5
See Data Card Listings for ¢, fg, and fy.
KO non%n® (4.14 £0.15)x108 s=1.3% k
L ntn~n® (2.39 £0.04)x106 S=l‘2* CP violation parameters Y *
e (5.21 £0.10)x108 So1 1%| Ine-l=(2.2742.022)x1073 Ingol=(2.33£.08)x1073 S=1.1
- mev ( 7.49 £0.11)x106 S=1.1%| Pe-=(44.6£1.2)° 2 $00=(54£5)°
atn=  K(3.91 £0.10)x10 Iny_0l?<0.12  Ingool®<0.28  6=(0.330%.012)x10
non®  K( 1.81 £0.35)x10% s=1.5%| as = -aQ
Re x=0.009£.020 S=1.4%¥ Im x = -0.004£.026 S=1.1*
Magnetic Decay parameters”
moment Measured Derived ga/ 8y ay/ga
(eh/Zmpc) a ¢(degree) Y A(degree)
2.7928456
+.0000011
W -1.91304184 | pe~v ~1.254£0.007
£.00000088 6=(180.11£0.17)°
Aw -0.614 pnT. 0.642:0.013  (-6.5¢3.5)° 0.76 (7.7%3:9)°
£.005 nn®  0.646£0.044 *
pev -0.62+0.05 S=1.2
v+ pn®  -0.979£0.016  (36£34)° 0.17  (18746)°
2.33 nm*  +0.068£0.013 (167£20)°  -0.97 (-72*132)°
+0. L X
£.13 Py  -1.0315:3% S=1.1
- nn~  —0.068£0.008 (10%15)° 0.98 (2a9%1%,)° .
27 Lia ne~v £(0.385£0.070) S=2.3 <
£.25 Ae~v 0.10£0.22 S=1.5
=0 A0 -0.47£0,05  (2112)° 0.8¢ (216%13)°
=7 -1.20 S=1.3
+.06
—— —1.85 Am~ -0.403£0.017  (2%6)° 0.92  (185£13)°
= £.75 S=1.1
— AK™  -0.2620,33
0 S=1.5

Rev. Mod. Phys., Vol. 52, No. 2, Part |1, April 1980




Particle Data Group: Review of particle properties

Stable Particle Table (cont’d)

Indicates an entry in the Stable Particle Data Card Listings not entered in the Stable Particle
Table. This is the case for v, for the charmed-strange meson F#%, and for listings of searches for
heavy leptons other than 7%, intermediate boson searches, quark searches, magnetic monopole
searches, charm seaches, and other particle searches.
S = Scale factor = \/xz/(N—l), where N ® number of experiments. Sshould be~ 1. IfS> 1, we
have enlarged the error of the mean, 6X; i.e., 6x » S6x. This convention is still inadequate, since
if S >> 1 the experiments are probably inconsistent, and therefore the real uncertainty is
probably even greater than S6x. See text, and ideograms in Stable Particle Data Card Listings.

1t Square brackets indicate a subreaction of the previous (unbracketed) decay mode.

a. The baryon number B, strangeness S, and charm C of the hadrons which.appear in the tables are

as follows:
Mesons (B=0) S
™ 0o
K*,K° +1
K~,K° -1
p*,0° 0
p-,b° 0

b. Quoted upper limits correspond to a 90% confidence level.
c. In decays with more than two bodies, pyax is the maximum momentum that any particle can

have.

d. For simplicity, decay mode charge states are written for the particle shown. For antiparticle

C
0
0
0

+1
-1

Baryons (B=1)
p,n
AT

Q-
+

modes all particles must be charge conjugated.

S

-1
-2
-3

o

+

e.
f.
£. Theoretical value; see also Stable Particle Data Card Listings.
h. See note in Stable Particle Data Card Listings.
i
j. The direct emission branching fraction is (1.56:35)”0'5.
k.
experiments.
4.
my=3095 MeV.
m. This is a weighted average of D* (44%) and p° (56%) branching fractions.
n. L;mil from neutrality—of-matter experiments. Assumes hnl'hpl’hel-
p. J
q.
r. P for AZ not yet measured. Values shown are SU(4) predictions.
s. lga/eyl defined by g3

S3=S5,
M2 =g 20
maz+

u. The definition for the CP violation parameters is as follows [see also text Section VI B.3}:

Nem = Iny_lei®+= =

_ T(KP»2*)-T(KP-17)
P(KQ» 1) +T(KP»>27)

Section VI B]:

2| A
o = Zlsliplcosa 8 = VIaZsing

si2+1plZ

B = ______—ZIsllplsinA y= \/1_—::_2-1:05¢

Isl®+Ipl?

A(Kg antnT)
AK2 > n*aT)

|77+_o|2 =

noo = Ingole!®00 =

F(KO,"+"—"0)CP viol.
s
F(K?‘-m’ﬂ_no)

v. The definition of these quantites is as follows {for more details on sign convention, see text

6 defined by ga/gy = |ga/gyl

w. For limits on electric dipole moment of n and A, see Data Card Listings.

Rev. Mod. Phys., Vol. 52, No. 2, Part 11, April 1980
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See Stable Particle Data Card Listings for energy limits used in this measurement. -

Quantum numbers shown are favored but not yet established. See Data Card Listings.
Structure—dependent part with positive (SD+) and negative (SD-) photon helicity.

The K(S) - 7w and KE > nom rates (and branching fractions) are from independent fits and do not
include results of KE—Kg interference experiments. The |n,_| and Inggl values given in the

addendum are these rates combined with the |n,_| and |nggl results from interference

Error does not include 0.13% uncertainty in the absolute SPEAR energy calibration. Assumes

not measured for 0. Assumed same as £* to allow isotriplet association.
P for  and J® for 0~ not yet measured. Values shown are SU(3) predictions.

= |CARHIC' AR, g8 = ICyI2+IC'yI2, and E(EINIu )T (Ci+Cliys)iv):
¢ defined by cos ¢ = —Re(CiC‘V+C'AC’\',)/gAgV [for more details, see text Section VI Al
t. The definition of the slope parameter of the Dalitz plot is as follows [see also text Section VI B.1}:

A(Kol - ﬂoﬂ’o) )
A(K‘SJ > n%a0)

, |mmo|2 =

ga/gy defined by (Beya(gv=-gars)IBi)

T'(KQ>nOnOn0)CP viol.
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S22 Particle Data Group: Review of particle properties

Meson Table

April 1980

In addition to the entries in the Meson Table, the Meson Data Card Listings contain all
substantial claims for meson resonances. See Contents of Meson Data Card Listings below.

Quantities in italics are new or have changed by more than one (old) standard deviation since April 1978.

Name Partial decay mode
I Full
T w?d& 3, IGUP]C" Mass Width Hé} ' . p or .
FIM|p +—iestab. M r rM Mode Fraction (%) Pmax

(Mev) (Mev) (Gev)? [Upper limits are lo (3)] (MeV/c)

NONSTRANGE MESONS

nt 17(07)+ 139.57 0.0 0.019479 .
o = 134.96 795 eV 0.018215 See Stable Particle Table
+.55 eV
n 548.8 0.85 keV 0.301 Neutral 71.0 See Stable
0.6 *.12 keV +.000 Charged 29.0 Particle Table
p(770)  1'(17)- 776’; 1582 0.602 o ~ 100 362
T 3 +5 +.123 Ty 0.024 +.007 375
efe 0.0043+.0005 (d) 388
o 0.0067+.0012 (d) 373
ny seen 194
M and T' from neutral mode. For upper limits, see footnote (e)
w(783) 07 (17)-  782.4 10.1 0.612 w0 89.8+0.5 327
+0.2 +.3 +.008 T 1.40.2 365
s=1.1" wly -8+0.5 . 380
ete” 0.0076+.0017 S=1.9 391
ny seen” _ 199
For upper limits, see footnote (f)
>
n'(958) 0% (07)+" 957.57 0.28 0.917 nmw 65.6+1.6 231
= +0.25 £0.10 +.0003  p° 29.8+1.6 164
wy 2.740.5 159
Yy 1.920,2 479
For upper limits, see footnote (g)
5(980)  17(o")+ 981 52 0.962  nm seen 319
+3 8 £.051 KK seen'
S*(980) 0%(0")+  ~ 980()F  gp(c)S 0.960 K& seen'
+108 +10% +.039 w seen 470
See note on mr and KK S-wave'.
-
®(1020) 0 (1)-  1019.6 4.1 1.040 KK 48.6+1.2 127
0.1 £.2 +.004 K Ks 35.2+1.2 111
S=1.3% w*r=® (incl. pm) 14.740.7 462
ny 1.5%0.2 362
oy 0.1420.05 . 501
ete” .031£.001  S=1.1 510
T .025+.003 499
N For upper limits, see footnote (i)
3 —
3
A (1100- 175+ 1100"  ~ 3007 1.44 om dominant 329
1300) to 1300 +.36 1M g ave seen 558
B(1235) 1'(1Y)- 1231 129 1.52 wr only mode seen 348
1(a)- y
+108 +108 +.16 [D/S amplitude ratio = .29+.05]
For upper limits, see footnote (j)
N
£(1270) o' @NH+ 1273, 178, 1.62 ™o 83.1#1.9  S=1.4* 621
- +5° +20 +.23 2t 2 2.9:0.3  S=1.1" 558
KK 2.80.3 S=1.3" 397
w20 seen 561
For upper limits, see footnote (&)
N
D(1285) 0 (1%)+ 1284, 27, 1.65 KR 10%2 303
T +10 +10 +.03 nrmw 49+6 483
st s6e7 ] 239
4m (prob. pmm) 41413 564
e(1300)  0Y(0")+  ~ 1300 200-400 w "~ 90 635
- KK no10 423
See note on mr and KK S wave'.
- ot § §
A,(1310) 1727+ 1317 102 1.73 ot 70.0%2.2 414
+5° 15% +.13 nm 14.6+1.1 534
wmm 10.6%2.5 360
KK 4.8+0.5 434
n’m <1 285
Yy 0.45+0.11 651
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Meson Table (cont’d)

Partial decay mode

Name
Full
Ihzb ; |G(1P)c" Mass Wigth r:(za‘ @) p or )
- ) M + ) Mode Fraction Pmax
tinle testab. (Mev) (Mev) (Gev}z [ Upper limits are lo (%)] (Mev/c)
E(1420) 0" (1N+ 1418, sog 2.01 KRm (prob. K*K + K*K) seen 423
+10 +10 +.07 naT possibly seen 565
1[54 possibly seen] 350
>
£/(1515) 072+ 1516, 67, 2.30 KK dominant 572
12 +10 +.10 s seen 745
For upper limits, see footnote (k)
>
' + = T 1 . + -
p’'(1600) 1 (17)- ~ 1600 ~ 300 2.56 41 (incl. om 7 ) v 85 738
- +.48 T ~ 15 788
A (1660) 17(20)+ 16605 2008 2.76 £ ~ 60 320
+10 +50 +.33 pm v 30 640
7T(T'W)S—wavc v 10 802
w(1670) 07(37)- 1666 166, 2.78 o seen 644
+5 *15 +.28 3 possibly seen 805
S seen 739
H{wnn (prob. Bm) seen]] 614
T S+ § §
g(1700)" 17(37)- 17004 200, 2.89 2m 24.0%1.3 838
+20 +20 .34 41 (incl. mwmp,pp,Axm,wm) 72.141.6 792
KKr (incl. K'K) 2.4%0.7 631
b N KK 1.50.3 689
J, Mand T from the 2m and KK modes.
3
3
5(1935)" ‘ 1936, 374 NN seen 236
+5
Not a well established resonance.“
+ 4 8§ §
h(2040)  0"(4N)+ 20404 150, 4.16 m scen 1010
N 20 +50 +.31 KK seen 890
3
3
e
e
e
>
J/W(3100) 0 (1 )- 3097+1 0.063+0.009 9.598 e'e” 7+1 1549
+.000 ety 7+1 1545
hadrons 86+2
1 all stables
2(nt )0 3.740.5 1496
2.9+0.7 1433
1.20.3 1368
0.72%0.23 1407
0.9+0.3 1345
0.55%0.06 1107
0.4+0.1 1517
0.4+0.2 1466
0.32+0.08 818
0.31%0.13 1320
0.26+0.07 1440
0.23%0.04 948
0.21*0.02 1174
0.22+0.02 1232
0.18%0.09 1231
0.16+0.06 (n) 1033
0.13%0.04 988
0.11+0.02 1074
ppm® 0.11+0.01] 1176
t[with resonances
om 1.2+0.1 1448
w2nt2n 0.85%0.34 1392
PA, 0.84*0.45 1124
(s 0.68%0.19 1435
K*0(892)K*°(1430)  0.67%0.26 1007
KK+ KK* 0.61+0.08 1373
B*(1235)n" 0.29+0.07 = 1300
wf 0.23+0.08 S=1.2 1144
ot 0.21£0.09 1365
n'pp 0.18+0.06 596
KK 0.18+0.08 1176
wpp 0.16%0.03 768
wKK 0.16*0.10 1265
on 0.10%0.06] 1320
H radiative decays
“yn! 0.25+0.06 1400
vf 0.15+0.05] 1287

For smaller branching ratios and upper limits
see listing.
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Meson Table (cont’d)

Name Partial decay mode
Full
HJolt SyPic,  Mass Width M2 P or
~ldd T restab M r 11‘M\a)2 Mode Fraction (%) Prmax(®)
Finip m (Mev) (Mev) (Gev) [Upper limits are 1o (3)] (MeV/c)
x(3415) 070N+ 341424 11.655 2(w*n7) (incl.mmp) 4.6%0.9 1678
mtr KK (incl.mKK*) 3.7:0.9 1580
¥J/p(3100) 2.7£1.0 (m) 302
3(nrT) 1.920.7 1632
i 0.9+0.2 1701
K"K 0.9%0.2 1634
pfnr*ﬁ' 0.6x0.2 1319
N
p. or 0" A+ 3507+4 12.299  yJ/y(3100) 31.5%5.2 $=1.3" 386
x(3510) 3(ntm) 2.7¢1.1 1681
2(m*n7) (incl.mmp)  2.0%0.6 1726
7t KK (incl.nKK®) 1.1#0.4 1630
P e Tt pp 0.17+0.11 1379
J° =1 preferred.
x(3550) 0T N+ 3551+5 12.610  vJ/(3100) 15.4+2.4 425
. 2(mtm=) (incl. mmp) 2.420.6 1748
T KN K (incl.wKK*) 2.120.6 1654
HGED! 1.3+0.8 1704
‘N:ﬂ_ and K"K~ 0.27+0.11
T pp 0.37£0.14 1407
JF = 2* preferred.
5
w(3685) 07 (1)~ 36851 0.2150.040  13.579 ete” 0.940.1 1842
S=1.1% +.001 T 0.8%0.2 1839
’ hadrons 98.1+0.3
I/ 3321 476
- = 0.0
™ (3685) ~ ™p(3100) sgéziz;g.g Iy non 17+2] 480
o /v n 3.7:0.4] 194
2t )n® 0.420.2] 1798
KK 0.16+0.04] 1725
tpprtn” 0.080.02] 1490
20" ) 0.05%0.01] 1816
Hy x(3415) 7427 261
[y x(3510) 7%2] 174
Hy x(3550) 722
For smaller branching ratios and upper limits see Listings."
¥(3770) (17)- 3768 25 14.198  e'e” 0.0013+0.0002 1884
3 +3 *+.094 DD dominant 243
m -m - = 82.5¢3.7
W (3770) v (3685) P
v(4030) an- 4030%+5° 52+10 16. 241 ete” 0.0014+0.0004 2015
+0.210 hadrons dominant
¥ (4160) 17)-  4159:20 78+20 17.297 &' 0.0010%0.0004 2079
*+0.324 hadrons dominant
V(4415) (17)-  4415%6 43+20° 19.492 e'e” 0.0010+0.0003 2207
+.190 hadrons dominant
T(9460) 17)- 94586 N 0.060 89. 454 v 2.2%2.0 4728
£0.0006 e*e” 2.5%2.1 4729
T(10020) (17)- 10016%14 <12 100.320 Nate seen 5007
ete” seen 5008
Mp(10020) T Mr(9460) = 559% )
Additional structure at m = 10410+30 is seen".
N
STRANGE MESONS
+ _
E" 1/200) Zg;’g; 8%2‘; See Stable Particle Table
K* (892) 1/2(17)  891.8 50.3 0.795  Knm ~ 100 288
+0.4 +0.8 +.045  Kim < 0.07 216
S=1.1* Ky 0.15%0.07 309
M and T' from charged mode; m° - m = 6.7%1.2 MeV.
Qi (1280)  1/2(1%) ~ 1280 n 120 1.64 Kmrn dominant 501
+.15
H{XKe large] 62
H K possibly seen] ¢ 307
K possibly seen :
Q2(1400)  1/2(1%) A 1400 ~ 150 1.96 K dominant 576
' 2L gy large] 399
1Ko possibly seen] 286
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Meson Table (cont’d)

Partial decay mode

Name
Full
HJol1 SPye,  Mass Width M2 P or
B o estab, r trn[a)z Mode Fraction (%) Pmanx )
+InTe ’ (Mev) (MeV) (Gev) [Upper limits are lo° (%)] (Mev/¢)
K*(1430)  1/2(2%) 1434§ IOOS 2.06 Kn 49.1%1.6 623
- £5 +10 +.14 K*m 27.0%2.2 424
K*nm 11.2+2.5 374
Ko 6.6x1.5 S=1.1% 327
Kw 3.7£1.6 320
Kn 2.5+2.6 492
«(1500) 1/2(0%) ~ 1500 ~ 250 2.25 Kmr seen 661
.36
See note on Kr S waveﬂ.
3
L region 1/2 1600 K seen
- to 2000
Not a well established resonance“.
K* (1780)" 1/2(3) 1785 126 3.19 K large 798
+6 +20 .22 Ke large] 619
LK large] 660
K 10255 817
CHARMED, NONSTRANGE MESONS
Dt 1/2(07) 1868.3 3.491 See Stable Particle Table
D° 1863.1 3.471
D*+(2010) 1/2(17) 2008.6 < 2.0 4.034 Dot 64+11 40
+1.0 D*n® 28+9 37
Myey = Mpo = 145.3 + 0.4 MeV Dty 827 135
D*°(2010) 1/2(17) 2006.0 <5 4.024 Don?® 55+15 45
+1.5 D%y 45%15 138
Contents of Meson Data Card Listings
Non-strange (S = 0, C = 0) Strange (|S| =1, C = 0)
entry IG(JP)Cn entry IG(JP) Cn entry - IG(JP)Cn entry I [JP)
T 17(07)+ A2 (1310) 1725+ -~ ¢"e” (1100-3100) K 1/2(07)
n 0t (07)+ E-(1420) o*(1*)+ > X (2830) K*(892) 1/2(17)
o (770) 1*(17)- > X (1410-1440) U (2980) Q:1(1280) 1/2(1%)
w (783) 07 (17)- £/(1515) 07 (2%)+ J/v  (3100) 0 (17)- Q2(1400) 1/2(1%)
b M (940-953) + F1(1540) 1 (A) X (3415) 0" (o) + > X' (1400) 1/2(07)
n’ (958) 0*(07)+ 0! (1600) 17 (27)- > x  (3455) ) K*(1430) 1/2(2%)
§ (980) 17(0%)+ A, (1660) 1%(17)- P. or x(3510) O%(A )+ K (1500) 1/2(0%)
S* (980) 0*(0")+ w (1670) 07 (37)- x  (3550) ot (N )+ > L (1580) 1/2(27)
> H o (990) g (1700) 1%*(37)- > x  (3590) > K*(1650) 1/2(17)
¢ (1020) 0 (17)- + X (1690) v (3685) 0-@)- -+ Ky(1700) 1/2
> M (1033-1040) > A, (1900) 17 v (3770) @)- L region 1/2(A)
> 1y (1080) ot (N )+ + A, (1900) 17 (4%)+ v (4030) - K*(1780) 1/2(37)
| M (1150-1170) S (1935) v (4160) 1)- + K*(2200) -
Ay (1100- 17(1%)+ h (2040) o*(4")+ Y (4415) - + I (2600)
1300) > TO(2150) 0% (2*)+ T (9460) (1)- '
B (1235) 1*(1*)- > T1(2190) 1 T (10020) a)- Charmed (iC| =
b 07 (1250) 1Y (17)- > X (2200) T (10400) 1)- D (1870) 1/2(07)
£ (1270) o (2*)+ + U0(2350) 0 D*(2010) 1/2(17)
b n (1275) 0% (07)+ > U1(2400) 1 + F (2030)
D (1285) 0"(1*)+ -+ NN (1400-3600) ~ F* (2140)
e (1300) 0% (0*)+ > X (1900-3600) ~ Exotics
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Particle Data Group: Review of particle properties

Meson Table (cont’d)

Indicates an entry in Meson Data Card Listings not entered in the Meson Table. We do not regard

these as established resonances. All the entries in the Listings can be found in the Table of

Contents of Meson Data Card Listings.

See Meson Data Card Listings.

Quoted error includes scale factor S = /?/(N-1). Sce footnote to Stable Particle Table.

Square brackets indicate a subreaction of the previous (unbracketed) decay mode(s).

This is only an educated guess; the error given is larger than the error of the average of the

published values. (See Meson Data Card Listings for the latter.)

TM is approximately the half-width of the resonance when plotted against M2?.

For decay modes into > 3 particles, ppax is the maximum momentum that any of the particles in

the final state can have. The momenta have been calculated by using the averaged central mass

values, without taking into account the widths of the resonances.

From pole position M - ir/2).

The e'e” branching ratio is from e"e” » [t experiments only. The wp interference is then due

to wp mixing only, and is expected to be small. See note in Meson Data Card Listings. The

v branching ratio is compiled from 3 experiments; each possibly with substantial wp inter-

ference. The error retleuts this meertamty, see notes in Meson Data Card Listings. If eu

universality holds, T(p® - vy = r(p® ~ ete ) x 0.99785.

me1rlcal limits on fractions for other decay modes of p(770) are m'n < 0.8%, w'a'n m < 0.15%,

wtaTnd < 0.2%

Empirical values of fractlons for other decay modes of u£783) are 1y < 5%, wonly < 1%;

n + neutral(s) < 1.5%, u'u™ < 0.02%, %" u™ = (935) x 10

E.mplrlcal values of fractions for other decay modes of n (9582 T < 2%, TT o’ < 5%,

wreteT T < 1%, nhrtrrn® < 1%, 60 < 1%, nTmete” < 0.6%, nee” < 1.3%, nete” < 1.1%,
p°<4f,,uuy= (8 +4) x 10™°.

The mass and width are from the nm mode only. If the KK channel is strongly coupled, the width

may be larger.

Empirical 1limits on fractions for other docay modes of ¢(1020) are 7"n < 0.03%, 77y < 0.7%,

wy < 5%, py < 2%, 2nt2n w® < 1%, 2m 25 < 0.1%

Empirical limits on fractions for other docay modes of B(1235) o< 15%, KK < 2%, 4m < 50%,

¢m < 1.5%, nm < 25%, (KK)™n° < 8%, KgKg n < 2%, Kgig, m* < 6%.

Empirical limits on fractions for other decay modes of f'(1515) are nn < 50%,

mrm < 309, KRnmo+ KK < 35%, 2nt2n” < 329

Empirical limits on fractions for other decay modes of £(1270) are nnm < 1%, KK 'n" + coc. < 1%,

nn < 2%.

Preliminary results from the Crystal Ball experiment give an upper limit of 0.007, see Meson

Data Card Listings.

Includes ppm 7y and excludes ppn, ppw, ppn'.

Established Nonets, and octet-singlet mixing angles from Appendix IIB, Eq. (2'). Of the
two 1sosinglets, the "mainly octet' one is written first, followed by a semicolon.

(JP)Cn Nonet members Blin. equadr.
07+ m, K, n; n' -24 % 1° -10 + 1°
anH- o, K, ¢; w 38 + 1° 40 + 1°
@5+ Ay, K*(1430), £'; £ 25 + 4° 26 + 4°
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Particle Data Group: Review of particle properties

Baryon Table
April 1980

The following short list gives the status of all the Baryon States .in the Data Card Listings.
to the status, the name, the nominal mass, and the qguantum numbers (where known) are shown.

able question.

In addition
States with
three~ or four-star status are included in the main Baryon Table; the others have been omitted because the
evidence for the existence of the effect and/or for it5 interpretation as a resonance is open to consider-

N(939) P11l **** A(1232) P33 *¥*x A(1115) PO1 **** £(1193) P11 #*#*x *oxkk
N(1470) P11l **x*x A(1550) P31 ** A(1330) Dead L(1385) P13 **** [
N(1520) D13 ***x% . A(1650) s31 *xkx A(1405) SO01 **x* £(1480) * **
N(1535) S11 **%* A(1670) D33 ***x A(1520) DO3 **** £ (1560) *x >
N(1540) P13 * A(1690) P33 *** A(1600) PO1 ** 5(1580) D13 ** >k
N(1650) S11 *** A(1890) F35 ***x A (1670) S01 *¥** I(1620) S11 ** *x
N(1670) D15 ***x* A(1900) S31 ** A(1690) DO3 ***x* £(1660) P11l **x* *hk
N(1688) F15 **** A(1910) P31 ***x A(1800) s01 **x %(1670) D13 **** *
N(1700) D13 ***x A(1950) F37 *x** A(1800) POl ** Z(1670) *k *
N(1710) P11 *%%x A(1960) P33 ** A(1800) GO9 * £(1690) *x *x
N(1810) P13 **%x* A(1960) D35 *** A(1800) * L(1750) S11 *** **
N(1990) F17 *#** A(2160) *hk A(1815) FO5 **x* L(1765) D15 **xx
N(2000) F15 ** A£(2300) H39 * A(1830) DO5 *x** £(1770) P11 * Q(1672) PO3 **xx
N(2040) D13 ** A(2420) H311%** A(1860) PO3 *** £(1840) P13 *
N(2100) S11 * A(2500) G39 * A(2010) * £(1880) P11 ** A (2260) *xk
N(2100) D15 ** A(2750) 1313% A(2020) FO7 * L(1915) F15 ***%
N(2190) G17 **** £ (2850) b A(2100) GO7 *%** %(1940) D13 *** % (2430) *x
N(2200) Gl9 **** A(2950) K315% A(2110) FO5 *** £(2000) s11 *
N(2220) H19 **** A(3230) ki A(2325) D03 * £(2030) F17 **%%
N(2600) I111%** A(2350) *okkx £(2070) F15 * Dibaryons
N(2700) K113* A(2585) *hk £(2080) P13 ** *
N(2800) G19 * 20(1780) POl * £(2100) G17 * *x
N(3030) Hxx Z0(1865) D03 * £(2250) * ok ok ok *
N(3245) * Z1(1900) P13 * 5(2455) >k
N(3690) * 71(2150) * %(2620) L
N(3755) * 21(2500) * %(3000) **

%(3170) *

**%* Good, clear, and unmistakable.
*** Good, but in need of clarification or not absolutely certain.
** Needs confirmation.
* Weak.

L

[See notes on N's and A's, z*'s, A's and I's,
the Baryon Data Card Listings; also see notes

E*'s, and dibaryons at the beginning of those sections in
on individual resonances in the Baryon Data Card Listings.]

. ) £

Particlea I (JP)a T _or K be,:-:mZj Mass Full M2 Partial decay mod; or
— estab. P, (Gev/c) Mc Wld;h iI‘Mb Mode Fraction ¢ P, d

beam T 2 max
o = 41x% (mb) M) (geyy (VD) * (Mev/c)

$=0 I=1/2 NUCLEON RESONANCES (N)
¥

® /20727 333:2 g:ggg See Stable Particle Table
N(1470) 1/2(1/2*’)?11 p = 0.66 1400 to 120 to 2.16 NT 50-65 420
— o= 27.8 1480 350 £0.29 Nn ~18 d
(200) N ~25 368
[we ~ 7]¢ d
[am ~23]¢ 177
[np ~ 7]¢ d
N(1520) 1/2(3/27)p) 4 p = 0.74 1510 to 100 to 2.31 Nm ~55 456
———e o = 23.5 1530 140 +0.19 N ~45 410
(125) [ne < s5]¢ d
[np ~19]€ d
[aw ~23]¢ 228

NN <1 d
N(1535) 1/2(1/27)s};  p = 0.76 1520 to 100 to 2.36 NT ~40 467
e o = 22.5 1560 250 +0.23 NN ~55 182
(150) Nmm ~ 5 422
[np ~ 3]¢ d
> [ne ~ 2]¢ d
[an ~17]° 243
N(1650) 1/2(1/27)s],  p = 1.05 1620 to 100 to  2.72 NT ~60 547
e O = 14.3 1680 200 #0.25 N ~30 511
(150) [ne <10]¢ d
[np 7-21]1¢ d
[am 4-15] 344
Ax ~10 161
IK 2-7 d
NN ~1 346
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Particle Data Group: Review of particle properties

Baryon Table (cont’d)

; P Partial d ae
particle? 1 (@H? T or K bean’ Mass Full M2 artial decay mo ; —
—— estab. width
es Ppeam (GevV/c) Ma lra iI‘sz Mode Fraction pmaxd
: % %
o = ami® (mb) (Mev) (Mev) (Gev®) (Mev/c)
N(1670) 1/2(5/27)D; p = 1.00 1660 to 120 to 2.79 NT ~40 560
 — 0= 15.6 1690 180 +0.26 N ~60 525
(155) [ A ~so]z 360
[no ~ 5]
I < 0.3 200
Nn < 0.5 368
7
N(1688) 1/2(5/2")F p=1.03 1670 to 110 to 2.85 N ~60 572
e o = 14.9 1690 140 40.22 N ~40 538
(130) [ne ~22]z 340
[np ~13]e d
[am ~18] 375
Nn < 0.3 388
N (1700) 1/2(3/2')1)13 p = 1.05 1670 to 70 to 2.89 N7 ~10 580
—_— o= 14.3 1730 120 +0.20 N ~90 547
(120) [ne <4o]: 355
[np < sl d
[an 15-40] 385
AR <1 250
Nn ~ 4 400
+ "
N(1710) 1/2(1/27)p)) p=1.20 1680 to 100 to, 2.92 Nm ~20 587
——e o = 12.2 1740 140 +0.21 N >50 554
(120) [ve 15-40]° d
[Np 40—65]: d
[an 10-20] 393
Ak <5 264
K ~10, 138
Nn 2-20 410
+ "
N(1810) 1/2(3/2)p) p=1.26 1690 to 150 to 3.28 N ~17 652
_ o = 11.5 1800 250 $0.36 N ~70 624
(200) [ne ~20]¢ 468
[np 45—70]2 297
[aw ~20] 471
Ak 1-4 386
IK ~ 2 307
Nn <s 503
+
N(1990) 1/2(1/20F,, p=1.62 1950 to 100 to 3.96 N ~5 772
. : B — 0 = 8.35 2050 400 *0.50 Nn ~3 655
: (250) Ak seen 562
3 TK seen 506
N(2190) 120772736, p = 2.07 2120 to <400 4.80 wm ~15 ‘888
_— o= 6.21 2180 (250) +0.55 NN ~ 2 790
Ax <1 712
N(2200) 1/2(9/27)6, 4 p = 2.10 2130 to 200 to 4.84 nm ~10 894
_— o= 6.12 2270 350 +0.55 NN ~ 2 810
(250)
"
N (2220) 17209721, p=2.14 2150 to ~300 4.93 N ~20 905
B o = 5.97 2300 (300) +0.67 Nn ~1 811
N(2600) 1211271, p = 3.26 2580 to >300 6.76 N ~ 5 1014
N — a 3.67 2700 (400) *1.04
id
N(3030) 1/2( 2) p = 4.41 ~3030 ~400 9.18 NT (T +1/2)x 1366
B —_— o = 2.62 (400) +1.21 <0.1k
3
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Particle Data Group: Review of particle properties

Baryon Table (cont’d)

i f
P
particle? I (Jp)a T_or K beam Mass Full M2 artial decay mod: e
— 3 width
estab Ppeam (GeV/C) u® lra 11“sz Mode  Fraction pmaxd
o oAk (mb) (Mev) (Mev) (Gev?) % (Mevre)
$=0 1=3/2 DELTA RESONANCES (4)
A(1232) 3/2(3/2+)P:;3 p = 0.30 1230 to 110 to 1.52 N ~99.4 227
_ o = 94.3 1234 120 £0.14 nrta ~ 0 80
' (115)
A(++) Pole position:’ M -il/2 = (1211.0%0.8) - i(49.9 %0.6)
A(0) Pole position: M ~il/2 = (1210.5%1.0) - i(52.9 *1.0)
>
£(1650) 3/2(1/2-)551 p = 0.96 1600 to 120 to 2.72 NT ~32 547
_ o = 16.4 1650 160 +0.23 N ~65 511
(140) [np <5o]e d
[am ~40] 344
A(1670) 3/2(3/2‘)033 p = 1.00 1630 to 190 to 2.79 NT ~15 560
—— o = 15.6 1740 300 +0.33 NTT ~85__ 525
(200) [N ~4o]e d
[am <50] 361
$o
A(1690) 3/2(3/27)py, p = 1.03 1500 to 150 to 2.86 NT ~20 573
_— g = 14.9 19007 350 +0.42 NTIT ~80 540
(250) [Np <1o]Z d
[am 30-45] 377
A(1890) 3/2(5/2*)1«*35 p=1.42 1890 to 250 to 3.57 NT ~15 704
—_— o = 9.88 1930 400 +0.47 N ~80 677
(250) [Np ~60]z 403
: [am 10-30] 531
> IK <3 400
A(1910) 3/2(1/2‘“)93"1 p = 1.46 1850 to 200 to 3.65 N 20-25 716
—_— o= 9.54 1950 330 +0.42 N7 >40 691
(220) [np <a0]° 429
[an sma11]® 545
IK 2-20 420
A(1950) 3/2(7/2*)?37 p=1.54 1910 to 200 to 3.80 NT ~40 741
_ o = 8.90 1950 340 +0.47 N >30 716
(240) [np ~20]¢ 471
[am ~30]¢ 574
> IK <1 460
A(1960) 3/2(5/2')!335 p = 1.56 1890 to 150 to 3.84 N 4-12 748
_— o= 8.75 1940 300 +0.39 K <10 469
(200)
A2160)" 3/2(27) p = 2.00 2150 ‘to 200 to 4.67 NT (T +1/2)x 870
— o= 6.46 2280 440 £0.65 = 0.2-1.2
> . (300)
A(2420) 3/2(11/2‘”)1»13 1 p = 2.64 2380 to 300 to 5.86 NT ~10 1023
—_—— o = 4.68 2450 500 +0.73
- (300)
3
A (2850) 32¢ 25 p = 3.85 2800 to ~400 8.12 NT (T +1/2)x 1266
N o = 3.05 2900 (400) +1.14 ~0.25
A(3230) 3/2( 2 ) p = 5.08 3200 to ~440 10.43 NT (T +1/2)x 1475
o = 2.25 3350 (440) +1.42 ~0.05 k
2% Evidence for states with strangeness +1 is inconclusive.
N See the Baryon Data Card Listings for data and discussion.
3
e
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Baryon Table (cont’d)

particle? I (JP)a T _or K beamb
—— estab.

Ppeam ((ZSev/c)

g = 41X° (mb)

© Mass

MC

(MeV)

Full u?
Wlliicth +Tn b2
(Mev) (Gev™)

Partial decay modef
p or ;
Mode Fraction Prax
%
(MeV/c)

I=0 LAMBDA RESONANCES (A)

+
A 0(1/2") 1115.6 1.245 See Stable Particle Table
N -
A(1405) 0(1/27)s; Below K p 1405 40+10° 1.97 I 100 142
—_— threshold *5 (40) +0.06
A(1520) 0(3/2')0(‘)3 p = 0.389 1519.5  15.5+1.5% 2.31 NK 46 +1 234
—_— o = 84.5 +1.5 (16) +0.02 I a2+1 258
A 1041 250
> T 0.9+0.1 140
A(1670) 0(1/2-’551 p = 0.74 1660 to 20 to 2.79 NK 15-25 410
_ o = 28.5 1680 60 +0.07 An 15-35 64
(40) I 20-60 393
A(1690) o(3/2")n;3 p=0.78 1690 50 to 2.86 NK 20-30 429
e 0= 26.1 +10 70 +0.10 Im 20-40 409
(60) Amrm ~25 415
Zmm ~20 352
A(1800) 0(1/2')58'l p=1.16 1700 to 200 to 3.50 NK 25-40 525
— o= 14.2 1850 400 +0.56 Im seen 488
(300) Z(1385)m seen 346
e NK* (892) seen d
3
A(1815) O(5/2+)F(')5 p = 1.05 1820 70 to 3.29 NK 55-65 542
e O = 16.7 *5 920 *0.15 zm 5-15 508
(80) £(1385)T  5-10 362
A(1830) 0(5/27)D4 p = 1.09 1810 to 60 to 3.35 NK <10 554
—_— g = 15.8 1830 110 +0.17 Zm 35-75 519
(95) (1385)m  >15 375
A(1860) o(3/z+)p53 p=1.14 1850 to 60 to 3.46 NK 15-40 576
— o= 14.7 1920 200 $0.19 I 3-10 534
R (100) Z(1385)T  seen 396
- NK*(892) seen 162
A(2100) 0(7/2‘)@07 p=1.68 2080 to 100 to 4.41 NK ~30 748
e 0= 8.68 2120 300 40,53 m ~5 699
(250) An <3 617
i <3 483
Aw <8 443
NK* (892) 10-20 514
A(2110) 0(5/2+)F(')'5 p=1.70 2080 to 150 to 4.45 NK 5-25 756
—_— o= 8.48 2140 250 +0.42 I <40 709
(200) NK*(892)  20-60 524
Aw seen 454
ad I(1385)m seen 589
A(2350) o(o/2") p = 2.29 2340 to 100 to 5.52 NK ~12 913
- c=5.85 2420 250 +0.28 I ~10 865
(120) .
A (2585) o( 2 ) p = 2.91 ~2585 ~300 6.68 NK (J+1/2) x 1058
- o = 4.37 (300) +0.78 ~1.0
s=-1 I=1 SIGMA RESONANCES (%)
T 1(1/2%) (+)1189.4 1.415 See Stable Particle Table
_— (0)1192.5 1.422
(-)1197.3 1.434
£(1385) 1(3/2*’)?1‘3 Below K p  (+)1382.320.4 (+)35%2 1.92 At 88 +2 208
—_— threshold s =1.6P s=2.2P x0.05 I 12 %2 117
(~)1387.5%0.6 (-)40+2 .
s =1.0P s=1.9P
. (0)1382.0%2.5  (35)
- s =1.6P
3
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b
Baryon Table (cont’d)
i f
Parti. decay mod:
particle? 1 @5? T or K bear Mass Full " al decay : =
—— estab. P, (Gev/c) IS Wld;,h tFMb Mode Fraction P, d
beam (Mev) r (Gev?) % nax
0 = 41X° (mb) (MeV) (MeV/c)
£(1660) 7 1(1/2*)91'1 p=0.72 1580 to 30 to 2.76 NK <30 402
— o = 30.1 1690 200 +0.17 - Im seen 383
(100) Am seen 440
£(1670) 1(3/2')[)'1'3 p = 0.74 1675 40 to 2.79 NK 5-15 410
—_— o = 28.5 +10° 60 +0.08 X 20-60 387
ke (50) Am < 20 447
£(1750) 1(1/2")51l D = 0.91 1730 to 50 to 3.06 NK 10-40 483
—_— o = 20.7 1820 160 40,13 Am 5-20 507
(75) Im <8 450
n 15-55 54
£(1765) 1(5/2’)1315 p = 0.94 1774 105 to 3.12 NK ~41 496
—_— o= 19.6 %79 135 *0.21 Am ~14 518
T (120) A(1520) ™ ~19 187
> Z(1385)m ~ 9 315
Im ~ 1 461
+ -
£(1915) 1(5/27)F ¢ p = 1.25 1905 to 70 to 3.67 NK 5-15 612
R o = 13.0 1930 160 +0.19 Am 10-20 619
(100) I seen 568
I(1385)m < 5 437
£(1940)9 1(3/2')13;'3 p = 1.32 1900 to 150 to 3.76 NK <20 678
R — o = 12.0 1950 300 £0.43 Am seen 680
(220) Im seen 589
A(1520)T  seen 370
A(1232)K  seen 410
NK*(892)  seen 320
> %(1385)™ seen 461
+ _
£(2030) 1(7/2)F p = 1.52 2020 to 120 to 4.12 NK ~20 700
 —— o = 9.93 2040 200 +0.37 Am ~20 700
(180) I 5-10 652
EK <2 412
A(1520)T 10-20 429
+ I(1385)m  5-15 530
3 A(1232)K  10-20 498
NK* (892) <s 438
% (2250) 9 12y " p = 2.04 2200 to 50 to 5.06  NK <10 849
- 0=6.76 2300 150 $0.22 Am seen 841
(100) zm seen 801
T (2455) 1(2) p = 2.57 ~2455 ~120 6.03 NK (I+1/2)x 979
- 0= 5.00 (120) +0.29 ~0.2K
£ (2620) 1(2) p = 2.95 ~2600 ~200 6.86 NK (J+1/2) x 1064
- 0 =4.30 (200) £0.52 ~0.3k
N
3
S§=-2 1=1/2 CASCADE RESONANCES (&)
= 17201/2%) (0)1314.9 1.729 See Stable Particle Table
— (-)1321.3 1.746
- +
2(1530) 1/2(3/2 )P13 (0)1531.8%0.3 (0)9.1*0.5 2.34 Em 100 144
E— s =1.3P +0.02
(~)1535.0%0.6 (-)10.1#1.9
3 (10)
o -
£(1820) 1/2(3/2 ) 1823 20113 3.31 Ak ~45 396
— +69 +0.04  E(1530)m ~45 234
(20) Ik ~10 306
. Em small 413
o
£(2030) 1/2( 2 ) 2024 16712 4.12 Ik ~80 524
—_— +6© £0.03 AR ~20 587
(16) small 573
3 Z(1530)T small 418
3
= +
Q 0(3/2™) 1672.2%0.3 2.796 See Stable Particle Table
+ +
Ac a(1/27) 2273%6 5.17 See Stable Particle Table
3
3
3
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Baryon Table (cont’d)

For convenience all Baryon States for which information exists in the Baryon Data Card Listings are
listed at the beginning of the Baryon Table. States with only a one or two star (*) rating in that
list have been omitted from the main Baryon Table; each omitted state is indicated by an arrow in the
left-hand margin of the Table. 1In the Listings there is an arrow under the name of each state omitted
from the Table.

’
The names of the Baryon States in Col. 1 [such as N(1470)] contain a nominal mass which is primarily
for purposes of identification. See Col. 4 for actual mass values. The convention for using primes
in the spectroscopic notation for the quantum numbers in Col. 2 (such as Pl'l) is as follows: no prime
is attached when the Data Card Listings include only one resonance in the given partial wave; when
there is more than one resonance, the first has been designated with a prime, the second with a double
prime, etc. The name and the quantum numbers for each state are also given in large print at the
beginning of the Data Card Listings for that state. See footnote a. of the Stable Particle Table for
the strangeness quantum numbers of the baryons; in addition to the names listed there, we also use N
and A for S=0 baryons, and 2* for S=+1 baryons.

The numbers in Col. 3 and Col. 6 are calculated using the nominal mass (see a. above) for M and the
nominal width (see c. below) for T. .

For masses, widths, and branching fractions of most baryons we report here a range instead of an average.
Averages are appropriate if each result is based on independent measurements, but inappropriate where
the spread-in parameters arises because different models or procedures have been applied to a common

set of data. The ranges given in the Table are generally chosen to be comservatively large. See the
Data Card Listings for the individual values obtained in specific analyses. A single value with an
approximation sign (~) indicates that there is not enough data to give a meaningful interval. A nominal
width is included in parentheses in Col. 5; this nominal width is used to calculate the value of TM
given in Col. 6. ’

For two-body decay modes we give the momentum, p, of the decay products in the decaying baryon rest
frame. For decay modes into 23 particles we give the maximum momentum, Ppaxs that any of the particles
in the final state can have in this frame. The momenta are calculated using the nominal mass (see a.
above) of the decaying baryon, and of any isobars in the final state. Some decays which would be
energetically forbidden for the nominal masses actually occur because of the finite widths of the
decaying baryon and/or isobars in the' final state. 1In these cases, the decay momentum is omitted

from Col. 9 and replaced with a reference to this footnote.

Square brackets around an isobar decay mode indicate that it is a sub-reaction of the previous
unbracketed decay mode.

Many of the branching fractions in the Table are -extracted from significantly more accurate results,
on Vxx' type couplings obtained in partial-wave analyses. The original Vxx' values are given in
the Baryon Data Card Listings. For information on radiative decays of N's and A's, see the mini-
review preceding the Baryon Data Card Listings.

The range given here does not include the widths of several hundred MeV reported by LONGACRE 75
and LONGACRE 77. .

The range given here does not include the width of 550 MeV reported by SAXON 80.
The range given here does not include the branching ratio of approximately 80% reported by FELTESSE 75.

This state has been seen only in an energy-dependent fit to total, channel, or fixed angle cross-
section data. J is not known; x is I'el/l".

See note on determination of resonance parameters in the Baryon Data Card Listings. Values of mass
and width are dependent upon resonance shape used to fit the data. The pole position is much less
dependent upon the parametrization used. The pole positions given here are taken from results (in the
Data Card Listings) of fits to phase shifts without Coulomb corrections.

There may be more than one P33 resonance in or near this mass range.

There is probably more than one A resonance near 2160 MeV. The parameter ranges in the Table include
the various possibilities. See the Baryon Data Card Listings. -

The error given here is only an educated guess; it is larger than the error of the average of the
published values (see the Baryon Data Card Listings for the latter).

Quoted error includes a S (scale) factor. See second footnote to Stable Particle Table.
Because the elastic branching fraction of this resonance is poorly determined, it is not possible to
extract inelastic branching fractions from partial-wave couplings. See the Baryon Data Card Listings

for the partial-wave couplings.

Recent partial-wave analyses of the College de France-Saclay group find evidence for a 5/27 and a
9/2” I resonance at this mass. See the Baryon Data Card Listings.
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PHYSICAL AND NUMERICAL CONSTANTS*

PHYSICAL CONSTANTS
Uncert. (ppm)

CNpA = 6.022 045(31)x10°3 mole™! . ... ... ... ... 5.1
Vim - - = 22413.83(70) cm3 mole™! = molar volume of ideal gas at STP 31
C = 2.997 924 58(1.2)x1010 cm sec™! .. .. .. e 0.004
e . ... ... = 4.803 242(14)x10~10 esu = 1.602 189 2(46)x10~12 coulomb . . 2.9; 2.9
1 MeV =1.6021892(46)x10 8 erg . ... ... ... ... ... . ....... 2.9
h=h/2n = 6.582 173(17)x10722 MeV sec = 1.054 588 7(57)x10~27 erg sec  2.6; 5.4
e . ...... = 1.973 285 8(51)x10™!1 MeV cm = 197.32858(51) MeV fermi . . . 2.6; 2.6
(he)? . .. . =0.3893857(20) GeVZmb . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... 5.2
a ... =e2/fic = 1/137.03604(11) . . . . . . ... 0.82
Kgoltzmann - = 1.380 662(44)x107 10 ergek=t . . ... ... ... ... 32
= 8.61735(28)x10~ 11 MeV °K~! = 1 eV/11604.50(36) °K . . . . . 32; 31
OStef. Boltz. - = 5-67032(71)x107 5 erg sec™!em™2°K™* . . . ... ... ... .. 125
= 3.53911(44)x107 eV sec™t em™2 °K™4¢ .. . ... .. B 125
me ... =0.511 003 4(14) MeV = 9.109 534(47)x10™28 ¢ . . . . . .. 2.8; 5.1
mp, ... = 938.2796(27) MeV = 1836.15152(70) m, = 6.722 795(61) m,s+ . 2.8; 0.38; 9.0
= 1.007 276 470(11) MU . . . . . . . ... 0.011
1 amu =1/12 mgjz = 931.5016(26) MeV . . . . ... ... ... ... 2.8
myg ... ... = 1875.6280(53) MeV . . . ... ... ... ... ... 2.8
Fe oo = e2/m.c? = 2.817 938 0(70) fermi (1 fermi = 10713 cm) . . . .. 2.5
| O =h/mgc = rea”! = 3.8615905(64)x10" "t em ... ... ... 1.6
8wBohr - - - - = h%/mee? =r.a™? = 0.529 17706(44) A(1 A=10"8cm) . . . .. 0.82
OThomson - - = (8/3)nrZ = 0.665 244 8(33)barn (1 barn = 10724 cm?®) ... .. 4.9
MBohr - - - - - = efi/2m,c = 0.578 837 85(95)x10~ 14 MeV gauss™! .. .. ... .. 1.6
BN - o = eh/2mc = 3.152 451 5(53)x10718 MeV gauss™! ... ... .. .. 1.7
tp/ HBohr =0.001521 032209(16) . . . . . . .. 0.011
1/20Eyclotron = €/2mec = 8.794 024(25)x10° rad sec™! gauss™! ... ... ... 2.8
1/20Bclotron = €/2mpc = 4.789 378(14)x10 rad sec™! gauss™! ... ... ... 2.8
Hydrogen-like atom (nonrelativistic, 4 = reduced mass):
. ) 2
%)rms= %; Ep = ‘—2""2= %(c_fig' v ép = unTcr:l_
R., = mge?/2h% = m.c2a?/2 = 13.605 804(36) eV (Rydberg) . .. ........ .. 2.6
= meca?/2h = 109 737.3177(83) ecm™! . . ... ... ... ... 0.075
pc = 0.3 Hp (MeV, kilogauss, cm)
1 year (sidereal) . ... .. = 365.256 days = 3.1558x107 sec (xnx107 sec)
density of dry air . . . . . . = 1.204 mg em™3 (at 20°C, 760 mm)
acceleration by gravity = 980.62 cm sec™? (sea level, 45°)
gravitational constant = 6.6720(41)x10°8 cm3 g~ lsec™® . .. ... ... 615

1 calorie (thermochemical) 4.184 joules
1 atmosphere . . .. .. .. 1.01325 bar (1 bar = 108 dynes cm'z)
1 eV per particle . ... .. = 11604.50(36) °K (from E=KkT) ... ... ... .. 31

[

[

NUMERICAL CONSTANTS

n = 3.141 592 7 1rad = 57.2957795 deg Vr = 1.772 45385
e =2.718 281 8 1/e = 0.3678794 VZ =1.4142136
In2 = 0.6931472 In10 = 2.302585 1 V3 =1.7320508
logyg2 = 0.301 0300 logjge = 0.434294 5 V10 =3.1622777

*Revised April 1980 by Barry N. Taylor. Originally prepared by Stanley J. Brodsky, based mainly on the "1973
Least—Squares Adjustment of the Fundamental Constants,” by E. R. Cohen and B. N. Taylor, J. Phys. Chem. Ref.
Data 2, 663 (1973). The figures in parentheses correspond to the one-standard—deviation uncertainty in the
last digits of the main number. The equivalent uncertainty in parts per million (ppm) is given in the last
column. Note that the uncertainties of the output values of a least-squares adjustment are in general
correlated, and the general law of error propagation must be used in calculating additional quantities.

The set of constants resulting from the 1973 adjustment of Cohen and Taylor has been recommended for
international use by CODATA (Committee on Data for Science and Technology), and is the most up-to—date,
generally accepted set currently available. However, since the publication of the 1973 adjustment, a number of
new experiments _have been completed, yielding improved values for some of the constants: N, =
6.022 097 8(63)x1023 mole~! (1.04 ppm); a~! = 137.035 963(15) (0.11 ppm) [obtained using the Josephson effect];
and R, = 109 737.314 76(32) em™! (0.003 ppm). But it must be realized that, since the output values of a
least—squares adjustment are related in a complex way and a change in the measured value of one constant
usually leads to corresponding changes in the adjusted values of others, one must be cautious in carrying out
calculations using both the output values from the 1973 adjustment and the results of more recent
experiments. A new adjustment is planned for completion by early 1982.
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CLEBSCH-GORDAN COEFFICIENTS, SPHERICAL HARMONICS, AND d FUNCTIONS

1/2 < 1/2

A« is to be understood over every coefficient; e.g., for -8/15 read -\8/15.

Yloi,\/%r— cos @

‘]

0 +2§2 Coefficients
f1/2 +1/2 0 1 ff g ot 5/2 3/2
+1/2 -1/2[1/2 1/41 ==—J gy sinbe 1 B3/2+3/2
-1/2 +1/2{1/2 -1/28-1 +2 -1/2|1/5 4/s§ 5/2 3/2
l-l/z _1/z| 1 +1+1/2|4/5 -1/5§+1/2 +1/2
' YZO = i— % cos 0 - +1 -1/2] 2/5 3/5
3/2] " 0+1/2| 3/5 -2/5
1~ ]/2 +3/2) . -1/2
3/2 1/ 1 15 -1 +1/2
Fr11/2] 1 Ri/2+1/2] Y, =—/ & e —
X
+1 -1/2] 1/3 2/3Q 3/2 3/2 l/2 2 -5/2
0+1/2] 2/3-1/3k1/2 -1/2 y2- 1  veven SR ,
0-1/2] 2/3 1/3} 3/2 2t 13/2 -1/2]1/4 3/4
-1 +1/2] 1/3 -2/3Q-3/2 - R
2 x ] B +1/2 +1/2[3/4 -1/4
32 v 3/2 X I +1/2 -1/2|1/2
o+ 12 +2 RN -1/2 +1/2[1/2 -1/2
1/3 2/38 3 1 +3/2 0 5/2 3/2 1/2 -1/2 -1/2
+1 +112/3 -1/3f +1 +1 +1/2 +1 1/2 +1/2 +1/2 -3/2 +1/2
ey +2 -1[1/15 1/3 3/5 1/10 2/5 1/2
1 x1 é +1 olg/15 1/6 -3/10f 3 2 /15 -1/3f 5/2 3/2
0+1|6/15-1/2 1/10f 0 0 3/10 -8/15 1/6fQ-1/2 -1/2 -1/2
Ly T -1]1/5 1/2 3/19 T1/2 S13/10 8/15
+1 of1/2 1/202 1 0 0 of3/s o -2/5 -1/2 0|3/5 -1/15 -1/3
o+1l1/2-1/200 0o o -1+1{1/5-1/2 3/10 -3/2 +1{1/10 =2/5
1/6 1/2 1/3 0 -1 1 -1/2 -1
0o of2/3 0 -1/3 1 -1 0|8/15-1/6 -3/10 2 -3/2 0
-l+11/6-1/z 1/30-1 -1 -2 +1 -2
0-1f1/2 1/2§ 2 1/3 3 _
m_ (_gymym* -1 oli/2 -1/24-2 1/3 -2/34- 30 [ (5,5, m m, i i, T M)
i | oyl 21l 1 P
a = e S aM
m,0 =(-1) (Jpdgm,myliyly
i . L /2> 3/ a2 0
dm',m = ( 1) m, m' d~m, ' 3 2 3 2 1/2 1/2 =cosy
2 3 2 Y +3/2+3/2
x /2 Y 2 1
/ X128 7z 52 1 41 gl -1tcosh sinf
+2+3/2| 1 f+5/2 +5/2] 1,1 NE
1/5 1/2 3/10
+2 +1/2| 3/7 4/70 /2 5/2 3/2 35 0 -2/5f 3 2
+1 +3/2| 4/7 -3/74+3/2 +3/2 +3/2 1/5 -1/2 3/10} o 0 4 -cos8
+2-1/2| 1/7 16/35 2/5 +3/2 -3/2 |1/20 1/4 9/20
2 +1 /2| 47 1/35 -2/54 /2 +1/2 -1/2 |9/20 1/4 -1/20 -1/4
2x2 N o o 3/2| 2/7 -18/35 1/5] +1/2 /2 +1/2 |3/20 -174 _1/20 -
reeary P +2 -3;2 1;35 6;35 2/5 -3/2 +3/2 |1/20 -1/4 9/20 -1/4 doo = cos
+1 -1/2| 12/35 5/14 2 32 1 3/10
2 +1 |1/2 1/2 3 2 0 1/2| 18/35 -3/35 -1/5 5/2  3/2 1/2 _142 _1%_ /2 _245 B >
1142 |1/2 -1/2 +2 42 -1 3/2| 4/35-27/70 2, -1/2 -1/2 -1/2 -3/2 +1/2 | 1/5 -1/2 3/10f -2 -2
+2 0 [3/14 1/2 2/7 27/70 2/5 1/10
-1/2 -3 1/2 1
w11 |47 0 -3/7[ 4 32 1 3/35 -1/5 -1/5 -3% _1% 1;% _172 _g
0 2 [3/14 -1/2 2/7 f+1 +1 41 +1 -5/14 0 3/10f 7/2
2 -1 |1/14 3/10 3/7 1/5 -6/35 2/5 -2/5 §-3/2 L3/ -3/2] 1
b1 0 [3/7  1/5 -1/14 -3/10 0 -3/2 | 2/7
3/2 _1+cos® 6 0 113/7 -1/5 -1/14 3/10f 4 -1 -1/2 | 47 5/2
d4372,3/2 = — 72— c°sz Q-4 2 |1/14 -3/10 3/7 -1/5 § O -2 1/2 1/7 -16/35 2/5 -5/2
> f+2 -2 |1/70 3770 /2
3/2 . 1tcosf . 6 2 - 1+ cos6 +1 -1 | 8/35 2/5 ~a/70-7/2
435,45 V3 S5 sing dj ( ) o o |18/35 -
4 1| 8/35-2/5 4 3 2 1 | P
/ 3 1- cosF? f 2 1+cosf _. -2 2| 1/70-1/10 2/7 -1 -1 -1 -1
3 = d’ = — —=———sinf
43/2,1/2 €082 2,1 2 1/14 3/10 3/7 1/5
3;7 1/5 -1714 -3/10
3/2 _ 4-cosh . B 2 2 2 3/7 -1/5 -1/14 3/10
A3, sy =" "3 sing 450 = sin”0 Ay 4= 1/14 -3/10 3/7 -1/5
3 , 5 0 -2
2 3cosf-1 6 2 __1-cos@ . d :_.‘/: sinf cos@ -1 -1 3
1/2 127 == cosy d2,~17 — sinf 10 > in > o 3
2 1/2f 4
3/2 _ 3cosB+1 . 6 2 _{ 1-cos6 2 _ (3 2 _4 1/2 -1/28-4
Yo, 4" 7 —sing 94,2 ‘(*——) 44,47 '(T cos™0 ) {2 /2 .

Sign convention is that of Wigner (Group Theory, Academic Press, New York, 1959), also used by Condon and Shortley (The Theory of

Atomic Spectra,

Cambridge Univ. Press, New York,
and Cohen (Tables of the Clebsch-Gordan Coefficients,

1953), Rose (Elementary Theory of Angular Momentum, Wiley, New York,

North American Rockwell Science Center, Thousand Oaks, Calif,, 1974).

1957),
The

signs and numbers in the current tables have been calculated by computer programs written independently by Cohen and at LBL. (Table
extended April 1974.)
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SU(3) ISOSCALAR FACTORS

The most commonly used isoscalar factors, corresponding to
the singlet, octet, and decuplet content of 8 ® 8 and 10 ® 8, are
displayed at the right. The notation uses particles names to
identify the coefficients, so that the pattern of relative couplings
can be seen at a glahce. We illustrate the use of the coefficients
by example; see J. J. de Swart, Rev. Mod. Phys. 35, 916 (1963) for
detailed explanation and phase conventions. i

AV is. understood over every integer in the matrices; the
exponent % is a reminder of this. For example, in de Swart's
notation the £ + 0K element of our 10 > 10 ® 8 matrix reads

10 8 10 _ =6
0 -2 ¥ 1|% -1 N
Intra-multiplet relative decay strengths can be read directly

from our matrices. Thus, the partial widths for A* *(Nﬂ)I=3/2 and
QF > (EK) g are in the ratio

* =R
r@* > 0 ) 12
[ A < (threshold factors) .

r(a* > (N‘n)I=3/2)

Supplying iséspin Clebsch-Gordan coefficients one obtains, e.g.,

r@ » %) _ 2 12

3
X =— X tf = = X tf .
roxt > prd) 23 © 2

Partial widths for 8 > 8 ® 8 involve a linear superposition of 8
(symmetric) and 8, (anti-symmetric) couplings. For example,

2
- = 9
T(E*>Zm) . ~ <—\/Egl+\/%g2> .

The relation between g3, gp (with de Swart's normalization) and
the standard D,F couplings appearing in the interaction Lagrangian,

1

£ = -v2p e ([B,Bl, M) + VZ F =([B,B]_m) ,

is
p = M3 poo e
w0 91 24 %2
Thus, I(E* > 5m ~ (1 -20)°
where o = D/(D+F).

1+ 8® 8
(), — (NK Im An EK) = 1 2 3 -1 -2 )}5
1 8®8 g
8,>8®8
: ¥
N NT Nn IK AK 9 -1 -9 -1
T NK Im Am En EK 1 -6 0 4 4 -6
— = = —
A NK Im An EK V20 2 -12 -4 =2
=) 5 IXx AK Em En 8® 8 9 - -9 -1
8,7>8®8 ’
- 2 \*%
N NT Nn ZIK AK 3 3 3 3
L —, (MK EIm Am o In Ek) _ 1 2 8 0 0 -2
A NK Im An Ek V12 6 0 0 6
g K AK Em E 3 3 3 -3
g 82 IK AK Em En s ® 8
10 >8® 8 ’
%
A N IK -6 6 N
z — NK Im Am In EK _ 1 -2 2 -3 3 2
g YK AR Em En Viz 3 -3 3 3
EK 12
210 =K 8® 8
8 >10® 8
N Am o ZK -12 3 %
T AR EIm EIn EK N 8 -2 -3 2
— . =
A B Im EK vis 9 6
E EmE 3 -3 -3 6
E/g ZK Em En OK 10® 8
10> 10® 8
A AT An IK 15 03 6 \ %
b AK Em En EK 1 8 8 o0 -8
s - K Em En 0K T T \12 o3 -3 -6
e 12 -12

SU(n) Multiplicities

The table below gives the multiplicities of the multiplets
that occur in qg, gq, and gggq systems in various SU(n). Normal
mesons are gg systems, and normal baryons are qqq systems. Also
given are the multiplets that occur in meson-baryon scattering when
the meson multiplet is the one to which the pion belongs and the

aq

SU(2): 2®2 > 3@ 1

SU(3): 3®3 > 6@3

SU(4): 4®4 > 10@6

SU(n): n®n > n(n+l)/2 @ n(n-1)/2
qq (Mesons)

SU(2): 2®2 > 3@1

SU(3): 33 » 8®@1

SU(4): 4®34 > 15@ 1

SU(n): n®A - (n2-1) @1
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baryon multiplet is the one to which the proton belongs.
conjugate representations are indicated by a bar. The two
20-dimensional representations of SU(4) are indicated as 20 (which
contains the SU(3) decuplet) and 20' (which contains the SU(3)

Complex—

octet). The C(N,M)'s are the binomial coefficients N!/[M!(N—M)!].
qqq (Baryons)
SU(2): 2@2®2 > 4022
SU(3): 3®3@®3 >109888@ 1 _
SU(4): 4®4@4 > 20020'®920' @ 4
SU(n): n®n®n > C(n+2,3) ® 2C(n+l,3)
® 2C(n+1,3) ® C(n,3)
Meson-Baryon Scattering
SU(2): 3®2 > 4@2 _
SU(3): 8®8 > 27810 10®8@d8a&1
SU(4): 15® 20 > 140 @ 60 ® 36 @ 20 @ 20' @ 20' @ 4
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PROBABILITY AND STATISTICS

A. PROBABILITY DISTRIBUTIONS AND CONFIDENCE LEVELS

We give here properties of the three probability distributions
most commonly used in high energy physics: Normal (or
Gaussian), Chi-squared, and Poisson. We warn the reader that
there is no universal convention for the term " confidence level"

as used by physicists; thus, explicit definitions are given for
each distribution, and we have attempted to choose definitions
that correspond to common usage. It is explained below how

confidence levels for all three distributions can be extracted

from the following figure.

x2 Confidence Level vs. x2 for np Degrees of Freedom
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x2 (or X2 x100 for——)

A.1. Normal Distribution

The normal distribution with mean X and standard deviation ¢

(variance g¢) is: ) 5
Plo)ax = —L— o~x-R)7/20%,, 1)
NZmo

The confidence level associated with an observed deviation from
the mean, 0, is the probability that 15{-2‘ > 8, i.e.,

P

CL =2 dx P(x)
X+b

(2)

-20- -0 0 o 20

[ The small figure in Eq. (2) is drawn with § = 20.] CL is given
by the ordinate of the ny = 1 curve in the figure at X2= (6/0)2.
The confidence level for & = 10 is 31.7%; 20, 4.6%; 30, 0.3%.
The central confidence interval, 1-CL, (which is also some-
times called confidence level) for & = 1¢ is 68.3%; 20, 95.4%:;
36, 99.7%. The odds against exceeding &, (1-CL)/CL, for

6 = 10 are 2.15:1; 20, 21:1; 30, 370:1; 40, 16,000:1; 50,
1,700,000:1. Relations between ¢ and other measures of the
width: probable error (CL = 0.5 deviation) = 0.670 ; mean ab-
solute deviation = 0.80 0 ; RMS deviation = ¢ ; half width at half
maximum = 1.18¢.

A.2. Chi-squared Distribution

The chi-squared distribution for ng degrees of freedom is:
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. 2
2 2 1 2h-1 - 2, 2 2
P, (x9ax = e (XX "24x? x*=0), 3)
D 27T (h)
where h (for "half'') =n /2. The mean and variance are np
and ZnD, respectively. 1?1 evaluating Eq. (3) one ma\(hl-li72)x

Stirling's approximation: I'(h) = (h-1)!= 2.507 e-hn

(1 + 0.0833/h) which is accurate to = 0.1% for all h= 1/2. The
confidence level associated with a given value of np and an ob-
served value of x ¢ is the probability of chi-squared exceeding
the observed value, i.e.,

Pag

° 2 2
CL = d P (x") (4)
f 5 P

o] 5 10 15
[ The small figure in Eq. (4) is drawn withn_ =5 and CL=10%.]
CL is plotted as a function of XZ for several values of n in the
above figure. For large np, XZ becomes normally distributed
about npy. Thus, ———

2
vy = &° - np)/N2ng (5)
becomes normally distributed with unit standard deviation. A
better approximation, due to Fisher, ! is that x, not x 2, becomes
normally distributed, specifically
Yy = '\IZXZ - ZnD-’l (6)

approaches normality with unit standard deviation. For small
CL's in particular, yp is much more accurate than y4. Thus,
for np = 50 and x 2 = 80, the true CL = 0.45%, but y4 is 3.0 cor-
responding to a CL of 0.13% , while y, is 2.7 corresponding to a
CL of 0.35%.



Particle Data Group: Review of particle properties S37

PROBABILITY AND STATISTICS

A.3. Poisson Distribution

The Poisson distribution with mean 1 is:

-(f) - \n .

Pﬁ(n)=en—!(ﬁ) (n='0,1,2,...), ‘ (7)
The variance is equal to the mean. Confidence levels for Poisson
distributions are usually defined in terms of quantities called
""upper limits" as follows: The confidence level associated with
a given upper limit N and an observed value njy of n is the proba-
bility that n > ng if @ = N, i.e.,

o CcL
CL = Z ‘P (n) f
n=n_.+1 N
0
n, 1-CL
=1- = Py) — (8)
n=0 Py
' I . f Ly f n
[0} 4 N 8 12

[ The small figure in Eq. (8) is drawn with ny =2 and CL = 90%. ]
A useful relation between Poisson and chi-squared confidence
levels allows one to look up this quantity on the above figure.
Specifically, the quantitg 1-CL is given by the ordinate of the

np = Z(n0+1) curve at x % = 2N. Thus, 90% confidence level up-
per limits for ng = 0, 1, and 2 are given by half the XZ value cor-
responding to an ordinate of 0.1 on the ny = 2,4, and 6 curves,
respectively; the values are N = 2.3, 3.9, and 5.3.

Tables of confidence levels for all three of these distributions,
the relation between Poisson and chi-squared confidence levels,
and numerous other useful tables and relations may be found in
Ref. 2.

B. STATISTICS

We consider here the situation in which one is presented with N
independent data, y, 0y, and it is desired to make some
inference about the '"true" value of the quantity represented by
these data. For this purpose we interpret each datum Yn @8 a
single sample point drawn randomly (and independently of the
other data) from a distribution having mean ¥, (which we wish to
estimate) and variance 02. (Identification of lé’}]e true o, with the
On datum is an approximation which may become seriously inac-
curate when 0, is an appreciable fraction of y,.) Some methods
of estimation commonly used in high energy physics are given
below; see Ref. 3 for numerous applications. Section B.1. deals
with the case in which all 7, are the same, e.g., several differ-
ent measurements of the same quantity; Sec. B.2. deals with the
case in which ¥, = ¥(x,), where x, represents some set of inde-
pendent variables, e.g., cross-section measurements at various
values of energy and angle, Xn = {En. Gn}.

B.1. Single Mean and Variance Estimates

(1) If the y, represent a set of values all supposedly drawn from
a single distribution with mean ¥ and variance 0¢ (i. e., the o, are
all the same, but their common value is unknown) then

1

Te = NE Y, and ©

2 1 2 e —

% TNTRn V) - ﬁ%[(yz) - Yi.] (10)
e

are unbiased estimates of ¥ and 0'2. The variance of §¥_ is O'Z/N,
If the parent distribution is normal and N is large, the variance of
ol is 20%/N.

(2) If the §, all have the common value ¥ and the 0, are known,
then the weighted average

_ 1
Ye®™ W & ¥nVn’ (a1
where w_ = 1/02 and w =Z w,, is an appropriate unbiased esti-

mate of irn This"choice of weighting factors in Eq. (11) minimizes
the variance of the estimate; the variance is 1/w.

B.2. Linear Least Squares Fit

A least squares fit of the function y(x) = Z; aj fij(x) to independent
data yn * 0, at points x,, (e. g., a Legendre fit in which the f; are
Legendre polynomials and the aj are Legendre coefficients) gives
the following estimates of the parameters a;:
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2
= . 12
%e,i = §Zn Viy f050) Vu/%% @2)

Here V is the covariance matrix of the fitted parameters

V..=(a_.-3a_ .)(a_ .=-3a_.), (13)
which is given by
gv'1)ij =31 (xn)fj(xn)/ai. (14)

The variance of an interpolated or extrapolated value of y at point

X, Ve :Eae,ifi(x)’ is:

—_ 2 _ )
(e =¥ = 2 Vi f(x)E () . (15)

ij -
For the case of a straight line fit, y(x) = a + bx, one obtains the
following estimates of a and b,

a =(S S _-S_S_)/D,
e y xx x “xy (16)
b, =5, Sey = Sk Sy)/D,
where
5,,5.,5,5_,S._ _=x(,x %2 Voo 17
17 7%’ Ty’ Txx’ Pxy P %0 Yn? Fn? Fa V!0’ an
D=S,S__-s2.
17 xx X
The covariance matrix of the fitted parameters is:
Vaa Vapb Sex Bx
=1 (18)
Vab Vob/ PSSy

The variance of an interpolated or extrapolated value of y at point
x is:

2
—_— S S
- 2 1 1
VeV = 5t & <x - —S’i‘> (19

C. ERROR PROPAGATION

We consider here the situation in which one wishes to calculate
the value and error of a function of some other quantities with
errors, e.g., in a Monte Carlo program. Let {y} be a set of
random variables with means {§¥} and covariance matrix V.
Then the mean and variance of a function of these variables are
approximately (to second order in {y-¥} ):

Tty + 23 v 0% 20

= ¥ 2 Min 'mn 9y 9V, (v} :{7}’ (20)

(f - 52 == vﬁﬂ;(%n) <—a§yf—) . (21)
{y}= (7} vy = {7}

E.g., the mean and variance of a function of a single variable
with mean ¥ and variance g¢ are:

Tt + 200 (), (22)
€ -° =o*rmP. : (23)

Note that these equations will usually be applied by substituting
some measured quantities, {y} say, for the true means, {¥}. If,
as is often the case, ¥, - ¥ is of order N Vy,, then there is no
point in keeping the second order terms in Eq. (20) or (22) since
the substitution itself introduces first order errors.

1. R. A. Fisher, Statistical Methods for Research Workers
(Oliver and Boyd, Edinburgh and London, 1958).

2. M. Abramovitz and I. Stegun, eds., Handbook of
Mathematical Functions (National Bureau of Standards,
Applied Mathematics Series, Vol. 55, Washington, 1964).

3. W. T. Eadie, D. Drijard, F. E. James, M. Roos, and
B..Sadoulet, Statistical Methods in Experimental Physics
(North-Holland, Amsterdam and London, 1971).

Revised and expanded April 1974.
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I. BASICS

(a) Lorentz transformations ~- Let E and _;; be the energy and
3-momentum of a particle or system as seen from a certain
inertial frame, and let E* and B* be the same quantities as seen
from a second inertial frame that moves with velocity E relative
to the first. Then starred and unstarred quantities are related

by

i) = (2 () -

P -8 7 Py
Here ¥y = (1 - ﬁz)"l/z, and subscripts Il and 1 indicate
components of p or 5* that are parallel or perpendicular to B
(often n is used for yB). The inverse transformation is given by
changing 8 to —B. A particle of mass nlat rest in the second
frame, so that it is moving at velocity g relative to the first, has
E* = m and —;;* = 0, so here

- -
E=ym, p= y8m.

In any frame, the energy, momentum, and mass are related by
E2 = p+ m2.

(b) Four momenta; scalar products —— The 4-momentum \_r’ector

of a particle or system having energy E and 3—-momentum p is

qQ = (E,B) = (E, py Pys Pz) -

Conservation of energy and the components of 3-momentum for
any processa+ b + ... » 1+ 2+ ... may then be written as

Qa+qpt+ ... = qp+qx+ ...
Although the components of a 4—momentum are different in
different frames, the scalar product of any two 4-momenta q
and q', defined as :

aq’ = EE' - pp',
is an invariant; i.e., in numerical calculations the same result is
obtained in any frame, and in algebraic calculations results
obtained in different frames may be equated. For a particle of
mass m, the scalar product q-q is

qq = q> = E2-p? = m
The invariant mass M (or total c.m. energy) of an n-particle
system is given by

n 2 -
(E)" = (7%)° - (78)°

where q; = (E;, p;) is the 4-momentum of the i*P particle.

2

(c) Electric and magnetic forces —— In Gaussian cgs umts the
force on a particle with charge q movmg with velocity vin
electric and magnetic fields Eand B is

F = qE+ qfxB,
where E = ;/c. The units are f‘ in dynes, q in esu, Ein
statvolts/cm, and ﬁ in gauss. In mksa units, the force is

F = qE + qvxB,
where the units are F in newtons (1N = 10% dynes), q in
coulombs (l C > 3x10° esu; each 3 in this section is really
2.9979...), Ein volts/m (1 V > 1/300 statvolt), and Bin tesla (1 T
= 10*G). The force is zero if E and B are at right angles, B (or V)
is in the direction EXB. and 8 = E/B (cgs) or v = E/B (mksa).

In a uniform, static magnetic field, the path of a charged
particle is a helix of constant radius R and constant pitch angle
A, with the axis of the helix being along B. The momentum is
related to the other quantities by

p COs A 3x10™4 qBR ,
where the units (very mixed!) are p in GeV/c, q in multiples of
the electronic charge e, B in kG, and R in cm. The angular
velocity about the axis of the helix is

w ~ 3x107% qB/ym ,
where the units are w in rad/sec, q in multiples of the
electronic charge e, B in kG, and the energy ym in GeV.
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II. DECAYS

(a) Survival probabilities —— Let a particle have mass m and
proper mean life 7. Ina frame in which its 4—-momentum is
(E, p), the probability that it survives a time greater than t
before decaying is

Prob.(>t) exp(-t/y7g)
The probability that it goes a distance greater than x before
decaying is

Prob.(>x) exp(-x/yBcTy) = exp(-mx/pcTy) ;

values of ¢7q (in cm) are given in the Stable Particle Table. If
the particle has charge te and is in a uniform magnetic field B
[see I(c)], then the probability that the projection of its helical
path on the plane perpendicular to B turns through an angle
greater than 6 before decaying is

" Prob.(>8) exp(-Cm6/B7y) ,
where, if m'is in GeV, 6 in deg, B in kG, and 7y in sec, then C is
numerically 1.942x1072. This last distribution is independent of
p or the helical pitch angle A; its only dependence is geometrical.

exp(-mt/E7p) .

(b) Two-body decays —— A particle of mass m decays into two
particles, masses m; and m,. In the rest frame of m, the
energies of m; and m,; are

€ = (m®+ mf = m3)/2m
€2 = (m® +m2 )/Zm.

In this frame, the 3—-momenta of m, and m; are equal and
opposite and of magnitude

k (€2 - m2)1/2 = (E% - m%)l/B

{[m - (m; + m)?] [m? - (my - m2)21}1/2/2m .
See also the third paragraph of III(b).

(c) Three-body decays —— A particle of mass m decays into
three particles, masses my, my, and m3. The invariant masses
m;; of the 2-particle systems, where ms = (q; + qj)z, satisfy
the relation

mf;+ mi;+ m3; = m®+ m}+ md+md,

so that only two of the three m,l s are independent. In a
rectangular Dalitz plot, mﬂ (say) is plotted against m12 The
kinematic boundaries may be calculated as follows: (i) The lower
and upper limits on m%, are (my + m3)? and (m - m3)2. (ii) For
any m$, between these limits, the lower and upper limits on m%
are given by taking the + and - signs in

mf; = (E; + E3)® - (p; £ p3)?,

where
E, = (m}z + mi - m§)/2m,,
E3 = (m®- mfz - m%)/2m12
Pi = (Ef - m}!/2

p3 = (E§ - mH1/2,
(These are the energies and momenta of particles 1 and 3 in the
rest frame of my;.) The phase-space density is uniform over
the areas of both the above and the following form of the Dalitz
plot.

In a triangular Dalitz plot, the kinetic energies T4y T2, and Ty
of the final-state particles in the rest frame of m are plotted as
the distances inward from the sides of an equilateral triangle
whose altitude is the energy Q released by the decay:

Q=T +Tp+T3 = m-my; -my-mj.
The kinetic energies are related to the 2-particle invariant
masses by

2mT; = (m-my? - m3; = (mPFP*? - m3;,
etc.
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(d) Four-body decays —— A particle of mass m decays into four
particles, masses m;, my, m3, and my. In a triangle (or
Goldhaber) plot, the invariant mass of two of the particles is
ploued agalnst that of the other two, say my4 versus m,,, where
mu (q; + qJ) . The kinematic boundaries of this plot are the
sides of the triangle whose vertices are at the points (m,;, ms,)

= (m, + mp, m3+my), (my + my, m-m; - my), and (m - m3-my,
m3+ my). The phase—space density is not uniform over the
enclosed area.

III. REACTIONS (MAINLY 2-BODY)
(a) Initial state —— Two particles, masses m,; and m;, interact.
In the lab frame, where particle 2 is at rest, the 4-momenta are
(Eq, pl) and (mp, 0). In the c.m. frame, where the 3-momenta
are equal and opposite, the 4-momenta are (e, k) and
(2, —K). Then the total c.m. energy £ is given by

E? = (e; + €)% = mi+ md+2Em;.
The c.m. energies of particles 1 and 2 are
(m? + E;my)/E = (E%+ ml m3)/2E

(E% + m3 - m})/2E .

€1
€2 = (m$+ Emy)/E
The c.m. momentum k is
k = pymy/E .
See also the expression in II(b) for k, in which replace m with E.

The velocity of the c.m. relative to the lab is
B = P1/(E| + my) .
The parameters for the Lorentz transformation between these
frames [see I(a)] are
vy = (E{ + mp)/E
and
8 = py/E.

(b) Two-—body final states —— In the reaction 1 + 2 > 3 + 4, let
the masses be m; and the final-state c.m. 4-momenta be
(€3, K ) and (eq4, -k ). Then

€3 (E2 + m3 - m3)/2E

ey = (E2+ m3 - md)/2E;

and
K'

(- md2 = (- m)V/?
4}[52 - (m3 + m4)2] [E% - (m5 - m4)2]}'/2/25' .
Let Olbe the lab production angle of particle 3 (the angle

between p3 and pl). and let 63 be the c.m. production anglc (the
angle between k' and k) These angles are related by

_ Pa _ sin 63
tan O3 = By = T(cos 65+ B/
where p3; and p3y are the components of p3 perpendicular and
parallel to pl, and B3 = k'/e3 is the c.m. velocity of particle 3.
[See III(a) for ¥ and B.] If B > B3, then particle 3 can only go
forward in the lab, the maximum 63 being given'by

-52 1/2
,33( 8% - B3 ) ’

The components of p3 satisfy

(P52 (3 -

which is the equation of an ellipse with semi—major axis yk' and
semi-minor axis k'. Thus the possible lab momenta of particle 3
are the vectors to the ellipse from the point a distance yfej3
back along the major axis from the center of the ellipse.

max
tan 63
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The results of the preceding paragraph also apply to 2-body
decay. Just set m; = 0, in which case £ = m,. [The decay-
product masses are here m3 and m4, not m; and m; as in 1I(b).]

The Mandelstam variables s, t, and u are the Lorentz scalars

-defined in terms of the particle 4-momenta q; as

s = (a3 +q2)® = (q3+ qq)?
t = (q; - q3)® = (g2 - qq)?

u = (q; - q9? = (92 - q3)%.
They satisfy the relation
s+t+u = m%fm%+m§+m§,

so that only two of the three are independent. Evaluating s in
the c.m. frame gives
s = (el+ez)2 = E?,
and evaluating t and u, the 4-momentum-transfer-squared
variables, in this frame gives
t = m$+ m% - 2e,e3 + 2Kk’ cos 65
= tg - 4kk' sin¥(63/2)
u = m% + m% — 2eq€4 + 2kk' cos 8,
= ug - 4kk' sin%(6,/2) ,
where 8, is the c.m. production angle of particle 4 (65 + 84 = m),
and
to = t63=0) = (e, - €3)° - (k - k")?
ug = u(By=0) = (e; — €)% - (k - k')%.
The differences At = tg - t, and Au = up - u,, where t, = t(63 =
m) and u, = u(8, = n), are
At = Au = 4kk'.
For elastic scattering, where m; = m3 = m and my = my = M,
to is zero and

t = —2k%(1 - cos 63) = -4k®sin?(65/2) .
And now
(m? - M3)3/s .
Evaluatir;g t in the lab frame gives
t = -2MT,, ‘

where Ty = E; — M is the lab kinetic energy of particle 4. For
small-angle elastic scattering,

(’1)1/2 ~ kb3 = pyO3 = py,
where py, 63, and p, are lab quantities.

IV. OTHER VARIABLES
(a) Rapidity —~ For a system of energy E and momentum E. the

rapidity y is given by

_ 1 E+py —1f Pu E+p,
y-—l(E_p)=lanh (E)=ln ™, .
where p, is the component of —;; along a particular axis (the
"rapidity axis", chosen, for example parallel to the direction of
an incoming beam), and m, = (m?+ pz)l/2 Inverting these
equations, we find

E = m,coshy

py = m; sinhy.
The shape of a rapidity distribution is invariant under a Lorentz
transformation between inertial frames with relative motion
parallel to the rapidity axis. Such a transformation is given by

1 1+8

' = y-mly(1+p)] = y- sm( =5
where the sign of B is positive in the direction of increasing
rapidity and py.



S40 Particle Data Group: Review of particle properties

RELATIVISTIC KINEMATICS (Cont'd)

(b) Scaling variable, hadron reactions —— In the inclusive
reaction h + 2 » 3 + X, with h any hadron, Feynman's x for
particle 3 is defined as

x = k'y/K'max »
where k' is the c.m. momentum of particle 3. k', is obtained

[see Sec. III(b)] using the smallest mass my [called m4 in ITI(b)]
consistent with quantum conservation laws. At high energies,

K'max > \/-5-/2. Rapidity and x are related at large Vs by
2my *
X o~ sinhy ,
Vs

where y* is evaluated in the c.m.
(c) Scaling variables, lepton reactions —— For the inclusive
reaction £ + 2 - ' + X, with particles ¢ and ?' leptons, we define
the 4-vector .

q = (P Py
so that

- >

Q% = -q% = 2EE, - 2lplipyl cos 6 - mi- - m% 2o
where 8 is the L - ' scattering angle, and the preceding relation
is valid in any frame. Also useful are

v = pzeq/my

=[E;-Eplus = [Ex-mzlus
and
W = VpE = (-Q%+2my + mPV2 = my.

Qz, v, and W are Lorentz invariants, and the notation "LAB"
refers to the reference frame with particle 2 at rest. (Note: v is
sometimes written v = pyeq, leading to the replacement of myv
with v throughout.)

Scaling variables in common use include

X = Q" = QZ/Zmzv . OSt X st 1
and

y = m2y/pl'p2 =[(E;—E,~)/E,]u5,05tysl.
Both x and y are dimensionless. :

Cross sections for inclusive reactions in the energy region
where masses are negligible can be written in terms of E, and
certain pairs of these variables, usually Qz and v, x and y, or Q2
and x. If, in any frame, IS,IIEpI ~ EEp and
EEp sin? (6/2) >> m%- and m‘; (i.e., my, my small), then

Q% ~ 4E,E, sin?(6/2)
and
2E/E, sin? (6/2)
X > 7 mgw -

tInequ‘ality sometimes violated unless my 2 m; and my 2 m,.

LORENTZ INVARIANT PHASE SPACE FORMULAE

For a system of n particles with overall four-momentum p and final four momenta Pyoco

Lorentz Invariant Phase Space is given by

sppley = (B P,

3 =
_ 4 .4 1 3 d Pi
4 LIPS(s3py, - 0py) = @M 8% -2 p) —t— ot (1)
(2m) i
- 1 4 4 1 f>’c1:m| cm
For 2-body: dLIPS(s,p,,P,) = —— 8 (p-p;-p,) d"p 1 (@)
) 4nNs
For 3-body: d LIPS(s )= —2 8% (pop,-p,-py)dtp —— ds,, ds,.dadcospd (3)
v 'P12Pp0P3 e P=P1"Pp P34 P 7375 98429523 Yo
where @, 8, and y are Euler angles.
For a + b - n particles or X = n particles, in general 11) e ‘f},
= A 2 .
o = qF | | Mygl” dLIPS(Gsipg ), “
or 1 2 2
ry= @j | Myp|” dLIPS(my; pys- 5Py (5)
where Mif is an invariant matrix element. F is M;éller's invariant flux factor, FZ = (pa‘ pb)2 - mimé If a

is beam, b, target (ﬁéab= 0), then F = lﬁl:b ‘mb = ‘ ﬁ:m |\/—.

For elastic scattering in c. m., f’;m ‘ = |§im | , and (2) and (4) yield
a0 1l 4 Lo P
R 5~ °F = . (6)
(8m)"s

2
64 | pom | s
a
The normalization is such that the optical theorem reads
_ cm
Im M, =2|P N5 o0,

. (7)

The choice of Eq. (1) implies a particular normalization of any spinors that may occur in M. The advantage

of this normalization is that it greatly simplifies the structure of oMb by putting factors such as 3 SE
(2m)
into the phase space where they really belong. In addition, the labels, i,f, refer to specific spin (helicity)

states, so that the usual ''average and sum!'' rule is implicit.
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WEAK INTERACTIONS OF QUARKS AND LEPTONS

. " 2, . N
The "standard" SU(2) & U(1) modell' is described here for six The effective Lagrangian for exchange of W and 2z between two
q\farks and six leptons in left-handed doublets of SU(Z)weak and currents reduces at low g to
right-handed singlets of SU(2),,,x (T3 = third component of weak +
isospin): 2
. Loeor = - 4(JC“J§ + 2pJN°‘J§)
weal N
v V, V. u c t
e H T . 2 2
, with 6 /VZ = mo/(2Zsin®0,), o = €2/ (4m), and p = Mi/(Mjcos”ey).
Ty =-1/2 e u T 4 a’ s' )Y Assuming the simplest Higgs structure, p=1, and the W and Z masses
L L L L L are related by MZ=Mw/cos€)w. Currently reported values of the weak
interaction parameters are
T=T,=0 - - - =
3 e u e ug dg °x Sp tr by - [cose | = 0.9737 * 0.0025
Ref. 3 i
- i - n
Mixing occurs between quarks d, s, b of charge -1/3 (by \Slnel cos@B' 0.219 * 0.011
convention the charge 2/3 quarks, u, ¢, t, are unmixed) and is
expressed by the Kobayashi-Maskaw: KM ixi i x2
P Y y a (KM) mixing matrix |Singl Si“eg‘ = 0.06 * 0.06 Refs. 3,4 ;
a' c si¢ S.S da : :
1 3 1°3 6., and § not determined without Ref. & .
' = - is ié additional theoretical input N ’
s s,¢y ©,6,C3+s,5,@ ©16,S375,C5e s ’ s 5
. _ ~ id is | G =G, = (1.16632 * 0.00004) x 10 ~ GeV } Refs. 2,6 ;
b S8, €18,C3C, 858 €18,83%c,cqe b H
sin Bw ='0.218 £0.025, p = 0.985%* 0.026
where cj =cos 8., s; =sin 0;, i=1,2,3. In the limit 0,=03=6-0, N Ref. 7
this reduces to the usual Cabibbo mixing with 91 the Cabibbo angle. sin Bw = 0.228%0.010, p = 1 (fixed)

The inte tiol i i :
rae n Lagrangian is The resulting mass estimates for w' and z are My = 37.3 GeV/sanw

= 78.1 * 1.7 GeV, and M, = 88.9 * 1.4 GeV, where the numerical

1 (WHX Js +w e J;:T)] values are obtained using the simplest Higgs structure (p=1).

o
e e[A J:'“ + sinelco 5 za;rz +
s
W w V2 sin

Lepton-Nucleon Inclusive Scattering

Here ew is the weak mixing angle in the relations

0

W - Zcosew * AslnSw For reactions 24N - 2'+X, differential cross sections can be
written using several choices of independent variables. These are
B = —Zsinew + Acosew related by
which relate the physical fields A (photon) and Z (neutral weak a2o. P a 2“MEiy' a3c
gauge boson) to W° (SU(Z)weak partner of W and W) and B (U(1) 3 = 2MEpy > - 2MEgx > - Qa
gauge field). The charged current is written xdy dvag axdg Iﬁll |§JZ,'I g
- ~ 2m MERY a%o
(1-v,) (1-v.) XM a = TE,, s,
JC:(\_)C\—))Y——S ) Gat 5 L 2 2
o e Yu vVt a 2 u c t) ‘{0C s mixing s
- matrix b where V, Qz, x, and y are defined in the Relativistic
Kinematics section IV(c), Eg, EJL and Egr, 31. are the incident
and outgoing lepton lab energies and momenta, and M is the
i.e., V-A structure. The neutral current is written target nucleon mass.
N == o=y, 2 e Structure Functions®’”
I = O Wy V) |5 Y —5 ‘
For charged current (C.C.) and neutral current (N.C.)
e reactions, we have
.- - 1 (a-vs) .2
+ (e 1) -5 Yy 5 *+sin"8 Y |\ ¥ _
2
< q2gV ™) cTMBy L Cu F\)(\-))( 2
u dxay . m ( YT %R, XY) 2 9
- - 1 (1-Yg) 2 5 - 5 -
+ (@ect) [5 Yo — 5 - 5 sin8, Y|l e . % 2xF\l)(\))(xlgz) .t( _ Y_z) xE‘;(\))(x,Qz) ,
t
- - 1 (1—Y5) 1 2 d where the upper and lower signs refer to. V and V scattering,
+ (s b) -3 Yo —5 +3 sin ew YO.] s ’ . respectively, and F3 is defined as a positive quantity.
The other common structure functions Wj are related by
MWy = Fl' VW, = Fy, and VW3 = -F3. For electron and

; L 2 2427 (02)2
where for fermion £ the coupling [F;] has a V-A term depending on muon scattering, F3=0, and G? is replaced by 8T°0%/(Q e

Tg and a vector term depending on charge Qg:

(1-v¢)
£ £ 5 L2
.[I‘a] = [’r3 Yo T3 - Q¢ sin Sw Ym]'
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WEAK INTERACTIONS OF QUARKS AND LEPTONS (Cont'd)

The ratio of the longitudinally to transversely polarized
photon absorption cross section is

[¢] 2,2
Ro= B o L e (6,07 - 2x (x,0%) + B m (x,02) |
T 2xF, (x,0%) e

To compare with the parton-model predictions below, we write
for Eg >> M: :

_ 2
2 v(V) G“ME - = i _
a‘o _ 2l vv) v(v)) 1.2 ( VI J)(v))
_dxdy = - 3 (fo.‘l + xE‘3 + 5 (1-y) 2XFl + x13

oo (59 -2y ®)],

d2Ue'u B

axdy (92)2

2
8o ME, [ 1+ (190>
2

e,y e, e,
axrp M e <1—y)(p2 - 2xF; )]

The Free-Quark-Parton-Model Predictionslo

For this model in the Bjorken limit (Q%, V-« with x fixed),
Fi(x,QZ) > F,(x).8/9 For spin—% qguark partons, we have
2xFy(x) = Fy(x), the Callan-Gross relation. Thus, in this
approximation, R=0 and there is no (l-y) term in the cross section.

425V >uTx GME R
e (c.cy £ - 2x Y ]:fq(x) * E560 1y :|
q

dxdy ™

2

For VN -+ u+x, interchange fq(x) and f=(x) in the formula. Here
f. (x)dx is the number of quarks g in the target nucleon with
momentum fraction x to x+dx. We include f,(x) and f@(x) in the
sum only for negative (positive) charged quarks and antiquarks
in V(V) reactions.

32gVN 7 Vx G2ME
® (N.C.)

v (eDH? [fq(x) (1-p? + fa(x)]} ,

and the sum runs over all guarks. Here the neutral-current

coupling is decomposed according to

f9 oo 9y (1-yg) bedy (1+Yg)

o L 'a 2 R ‘o 2
with left- and right-handed coupling constants ag and E%. In the
"standard" SU(2) @ U(1l) model

= 3 _ . 2 qa_ .2
e = 'I‘3 Qqsln Gw ’ €r Qq51n 6w

For UN - VX, interchange SE and Eg in the cross-section formula.

2 e, 8maME
e mmy L . % x 3 02LE (0 +£00
q

] Lix (1-y)?
dxdy (Qz)z 2 .

Comparison with earlier structure function formulas gives:

(c.c.) Fy(x) = Zqu:[fq(x) +fc—1(x)],
xF3(x) = 2x§[fq(x) _f§(X)];
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a‘e” T L. 2 ay2 32
i = — 2p°x Ec }(eL) [fq(x) + £5(x) (1-y) ] .

fq

neutron, interchange u(x) and d(x)).

. 2 a,2 q,2
(n.C.) P00 = 2p x%[(eL) + ()] [fq(x)+f§(x)] ,
)y = 20°x YLD - D] [£ 0-£20]
3 P & 1, R q 3 X ’
F\i)(x) = F\i)(X) i
2
(E.M.) Fy(x) = xé:Qq [fq(x) + fa(x)}

In the examples below, u(x), u(x), d(x), d(x), etc., mean
(f5z) for the individual quark (antiquark) in the proton (for
Charm production is taken

into account.

o CORPTHE o ofato +st0 +T00 +S]
Ip > utx - _
¢ = 2x[ux) + c(x) +dax) +s5(x)]
)P T o oxfao +st0 -GG -E0]
vp > +x -
xF;jp H = 2x[u(x) +c(x) - d(x) -s(x)]

Hereafter we neglect small contributions of the s, §, c, c quarks
in the sea.

8.
9.
10.

11.

e For chafgé—syymetric nuclei with gq(x) = u(x) +d(x),
q(x) = u(x) +d(x) ,

VN > UK v utx = xlax) +qe0]
F, Fy
VN> X on > utx -
xFy XFy = x[gx) - gx)]
4 - -
° F‘;P'“*’(x) = x [; (ux) +a00) + % (atx) + d(x))]
ed . 5 _vWa
Fp = 45 Py
5
(Ig : average squared charge of u,d quarks)

S. Weinberg, Phys. Rev. Lett. 19, 1264 (1967); A. Salam, in
Elementary Particle Theory, edited by N. Svartholm (Almgvist &
Wiksell, Stockholm, 1968), p.367; S. L. Glashow, J. Iliopoulos,
and L. Maiani, Phys. Rev. D2, 1285 (1970).

M.Kobayashi and K. Maskawa, Prog. Theor. Phys. 49. 652 (1973).
R. E. Shrock and L.-L. Wang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 41, 1692 (1978).
R. E. Shrock, S. B. Treiman,and L.-L. Wang, Phys. Rev. Lett.

42, 1589 (1979).

This determination has been done by, e.g., V. Barger,

W. F. Long, and S. Pakvasa, Phys. Rev. Lett. 42, 1585 (1979)

and Ref. 4. -

M. P. Balandin et al., Sov. Phys. JETP 40, 811 (1974).

P. Langacker, J. E. Kim, M. Levine, H. H. Williams, and

D. P. sidhu, Univ. of Pennsylvania preprint, Report C00-3071-243,
to be published in Proc. Neutrino 1979 Conference, Bergen,
Norway, June 1979. A similar analysis has been done by I. Liede
and M. Roos, Univ. of Helsinki preprint HU-TFT-79-27.

J. D. Bjorken, Phys. Rev. 179, 1547 (1969)

J. D. Bjorken and E. A. Paschos, Phys. Rev. 185, 1975 (1969).

R. P. Feynman, Photon-Hadron Interactions, (W. A. Benjamin,
Reading, MA, 1972).

E.g., H. Quinn, Proc. Summer Inst. on Particle Physics,

SLAC-215 (1978), p.167.




Particle Data Group: Review of particle properties

PARTICLE DETECTORS, ABSORBERS, AND RANGES*

A. DETECTOR PARAMETERS

In this section we give various parameters for common detectors.
The quoted numbers represent at best an order of magnitude, and
are useful only for preliminary design. A more-‘detailed intro-
duction to detectors can be found in "A Consumer's Guide to
Particle Detectors," by ‘D. J. Miller, Rutherford Lab Report
RL-76-072, July 1976.

A.l Scintil}ators: Photon yield = 1Y/100 eV in plastic
scintillator™ and = 1Y/25 eV in Nar.l.,2

A.2 Cerenkov:3 Half-angle ec of cone aperture in terms of
velocity B and index of refraction n:

BC = arc cos(-Bl;)” V2 l_BLn) .
Threshold velocity: B, = 1/n; Yy, = l/\/l-82 .

t t t
Therefore, B Yy = l/<¢26 +62, where § = n-1. Values of § for
various commonly used gases are given as a function of pressure
and wavelength in Ref. 4; for values at atmospheric pressure,
see the Table of Atomic and Nuclear Properties following.

Number of photons N per cm:

_ o _ 1 - O 2 1 _ 1
N = C/(l >3 2) 2T dv thf( ) 3 2)27rd\)
8°n Bth

~ 500 sinzec/cm (visible spectrum) .

A.3 Photon Collection: 1In addition to the photon yield, one
should take into account the light collection efficiency
(£10% for typical l-cm-thick scintillator), attenuation
length (®1 to 4 m for typical scintillatorss), and gquantum
efficiency of the photomultiplier cathode (S 25%).

A.4 Bubble, Streamer, Wire Chambers:

Resolution Dead

Chamber Type Accuracy (rms) Time Time
Bubble + 751 ~ 1 ms ~1/20 %
Streamer +300u ~ 2 us ~100 ms
Optical spark t200ub ~ 2 us ~ 10 ms
Magnetostrictive

Spark +500u ~ 2 us ~ 10 ms
Proportional >i300uc’d ~50 ns ~200 ns
Drift +£50 to 300 ~2ns® =100 ns

ZMultiple pulsing time.

c6011 for high pressure.

d300u is for 1 mm pitch.

Delay line cathode readout can give *+150u
parallel to anode wire.

For two chambers.
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A.5 Shower Detectors: Typical energy resolutions (FWHM) for
incident electron in the 1 GeV range, E in GeV. For a fixed
number of radiation lengths, FWHM in the last three detectors
would be expected to be proportional to V& for t (= plate
thickness) > 0.2 radiation lengths.

2%
E1/4

NaI (20 rad. lengths):7

8 -
Lead Glass (14 rad. lengths): —£g—:%%§
VE
Lead-Liquid Argon (15.75 rad. lengths):6 RLULR
(42 cells: lead, 2 mm liquid argon, V
lead-G10, 2 mm liquid argon)

Lead-Scintillator Sandwich (14 rad. lengths):9 223
(35 cells: 2 mm lead, VE
12.7 mm scintillator)

Proportional Wire Shower Chamber (17 rad. 1engths):lo 408
(36 cells: 0.474 rad. length type-metal +Al, VE
9.5 mm 80% Ar - 20% CH, gas)

A.6 Proportional Chamber Wire Instability: The limit on the
voltage V for a wire tension T, due to mechanical effects
when the electrostatic repulsion of adjacent wires exceeds
the restoring force of wire tension, is given by

1/2
ST
v < e

where s, &, and C are the wire spacing, length, and capacitance
per unit length. An approximation to C for_ chamber half-gap t
and wire diameter d (good for s < t) gives

1/2] t s s

< £ = =

v £ 59T [IL A n (ﬂd)] ,
where V is in kV, and T is in grams.

A.7 Proportional and Drift Chamber Potentials: Potential
distributions and fields for an array of parallel line charges
q (coul./m) along z and located at y =0, x = 0,*a,*2a,...,
can usually be calculated with good accuracy from (MKSA):

Vix,y) = - '4_”?:0 Zn{z][sinZ(Z—x) + sinh® <1az)] ‘

B. COSMIC RAY FLUXES

.The fluxes of particles of different types depend on the lati-
tude, their energy, and the conditions of measurement. Some
typical sea-level values are given below:

IV flux per unit solid angle about vertical
direction crossing unit horizontal area

Jl perpendicular componént of total flux crossing
unit horizontal area from above

J2 total flux crossing unit horizontal area

Total Hard Soft

Intensity Component Component
I, 1.1x1072 0.8x1072 0.3x107% en ? sec™d steraa”
J; 1.8X 1072 1.3x1072 0.5x107% cm™? sec”t
J, 2.4x1072 1.7x1072 0.7%x107% en™? sec”?

Very approximately, about 75% of all particles at sea-level are
penetrating, and are muons. The absolute flux of protons_at
sea-level, in a momentum range 700-1100 MeV/c, is 1.5%X10 cm
sec™l sterada™l, or ~0.1% of all particles.

-2
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PARTICLE DETECTORS, ABSORBERS, AND RANGES (Cont'd)

C. PASSAGE OF PARTICLES THROUGH MATTER

C.1 Energy Loss Rates for Heavy Charged Projectiles: A heavy
projectile (much more massive than an electron) of charge Z;,.e.
incident at speed Bc (B >> 1/137) through a slowing medium,
dissipates energy principally via interactions with the elec-
trons of the medium. The mean rate of such energy loss per
unit path length x may be written as:

2

daE _ o pmed Zmed Zinc

ax/, A B
inc med

2,2 2
2m Y B c
e 2 8 (o]
) Zn(f>-8 B med vk

N

where D = 4ﬂNArgmec2 = 0.3070 MeV cm2/g (see Physical and
Numerical Constants Table) .

Here Zméé and Aneq are the charge and mass numbers of the
medium and Py 4 is the mass density of the medium; I, 8§, C, and
V are phenomenological functions. Frequently, the values of §,
C, and v are negligibly small; the parameter I characterizes
the binding of the electrons of the medium. As a rule of thumb,
we may estimate I for an idealized medium as I =~ 16 (Zmed)o'gev
when Zmed>>l' For realistic media the value of I will vary at
the 10% level from this estimate; for Hy, I= 20.0 eV. We may
approximately treat media which are chemical mixtures or
compounds by computing N

& @)

dx Az \ax/ !
chemical constituent

with (dE/dx)n appropriate to the nth
(using %&2& as the partial density).

The function § represents the density effect upon the energy
loss rate; it is non-negligible only for highly relativistic
projectiles in dense media. For ultra-relativistic projec-
tiles, § approaches 2&nY + constant, where the value of the
constant depends upon the density of the medium and its chemical
composition.

The function C represents shell corrections to the energy loss
rate. These effects are non-negligible only for projectiles
with speeds not much faster than the speeds of the fastest
electrons bound in the medium.

The function V represents corrections due to higher-order
electrodynamics. These effects become important when IZinC/BI
is comparable to 137. For relativistic unit-charge projectiles,
|v| is of the order of 1%; positively charged projectiles lose

energy more rapidly than do their charge conjugates.” '’

(dE/dx)inc falls rapidly with B until reaching a minimum around
B = 0.9%6 {almost independent of medium), followed by a slow rise.
Because of the density effect, the quantity in square brackets
approaches £nY + constant for large Y.

The value (dE/dx)incﬁx is the mean total energy loss via inter-
actions with electrons of the medium in a layer of thickness Ox.
For any finite &8x, Poisson fluctuations can cause the actual
energy loss to deviate from the mean. For thin layers, the
distribution is broad and skewed, being peaked below (dE/dx){&x,
and having a long tail toward large energg losses.19 Only for

a very thick layer [(dE/dx)8x >> 2meB2Y2c ] will the distribution
of energy losses become nearly Gaussian. The large fluctuations
of the total energy loss rate from the mean are due to a small
number of collisions with large energy transfers. The fluctua-
tions are greatly reduced for the so-called restricted energy
loss rate, described in section C.3.
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C.2 Energetic Knock-On Electrons: For a spinless point-charge
projectile, the production of high energy (kinetic energy T >>I)
electrons is given by (neglecting the spin of the electron):

2
dN - ;é b Zmed _Zinc 1
dTdx Amed B Prea 72

2m SZyZCZ
for I<TS<T ;T = £ B
max max m m 2
142y —2 +< < >
, Mine Mine

where Mine is the mass of the incident projectile and all other
quantities are as in section C.l. This formula does not differ
significantly from the precise result, incorporating spin
effects, for any projectile (including e¥) in the restricted
range I << T<< T ggrglaccurate formulae are available for
various projectiles.“”’ Our formula is inaccurate for T
close to I; for 21 ST < 101, the 1/T2 dependence above becomes
=7 with 3 $n $5.22 )

C.3 Rates of Restricted Energy Loss for Charged Projectiles:
The variability of energy loss for heavy projectiles is due
primarily to the variability in the production of energetic
knock-on electrons. Bremsstrahlung and pair production
processes make this variability even greater for electrons

than for heavy particles as projectiles. (see, e.g., the figure
"Fractional Energy Loss for et and e~ in Lead"). If an instru-
ment is capable of isolating these high-energy-loss interactions,
then it is appropriate to consider the rate of energy loss
excluding them, i.e., a restricted energy loss rate. The mean
energy loss rate via all collisions which have energy transfer
T such that T < E . << Thax 1S:

2
‘EE) _ D Zmed pmed (Zinc)
ax <E 2 Amed B
max
< |2 ( max2 max> B2 8 2C
I med

Notice the overall factor of 1/2.

The density effect causes the restricted energy loss rate to
approach a constant, the Fermi plateau value, for the fastest
projectiles.

C.4 Multiple Coulomb Scattering through Small Angles: As a
charged particle traverses a medium it is deflected via many
independent small-angle Coulomb scatterings. ‘The bulk of this
deflection is due to scattering from the nuclei in the medium.
The non-projected (space) and projected (plane) distributions
are given approximately by the Gaussian forms:

2
£(8 Yan = i exp (- SR | aq ,
space "62 e2
o] o]
2
® yae ~ 1 exp | - EE&EQS
9 plane plane V?bo 65 plane

where N

20 MeV/c ' L | 1 L [
6 = =t — + = -
o 8 Z, L 1 5 loglo (L ) (radians) ,
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p, B, and Zinc are the momentum (in MeV/c), velocity, and
charge number of the incident particle, and L/Lp is the thick-
ness, in radiation lengths, of the scattering medium. Ly for
certain materials is given in the Table of Atomic and Nuclear
Properties of Materials. The 1/e angle, 60, is a fit to
Moliere24 theory accurate to about 5% for 1073 < L/Lg < 10
except for very light elements 'or low velocity where the error
is about 10 to 20%. In this Gaussian approximation, 60 has
the meaning

6, = 6> = V2 e°

0 space plane

Beyond angles of about 28, the true distribution function
has a long tail which contributes at the level of roughly 1%
of peak height, slowly descending, beyond the point at which
the Gaussian would be negligible, to the height expected for
single large-angle Rutherford or nuclear scatters.

Other quantities are sometimes used to describe the amount of
multiple Coulomb scattering: the auxiliary quantities
and s (see the figure) obey:

lL'plane' Yplane- 'plane
wrms — 1 grms
plane V3 plane !
Y;T:ne = * L e;T:ne !
v3
Srms - 1 rms
and plane a3 plane °
L
L |
2
— . ¥
3 \Lane yphne
s

\\/eplune

~N

XBL 782-307

All the quantitative estimates in this section apply only in
the limit of small engne and in the absence of large-angle
scatters.

C.5 Electron Range in Lead, Copper, Carbon, and Hydrogen:
See figure following.

C.6 Fractional Energy Loss for Electrons and Positrons in
Lead: See figure following.

C.7 Contributions to Photon Cross Section in Lead: See figure
following. ‘

C.8 Photon Mass Attenuation Coefficients, Energy Deposition:
See figure following.

D. ATOMIC AND NUCLEAR PROPERTIES OF MATTER

See Table following.
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PARTICLE DETECTORS, ABSORBERS, AND RANGES (Cont'd)

" Mean Range and Energy Loss in Lead, Copper, Aluminum, and Carbon
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Mean range and energy loss due to ionization for the indicated particles in Pb, with scaling to Cu, Al, and
C.indicated, using Bethe-Bloch equation (Section C.1 above) with corrections., Calculated using program of
Hans Bichsel (UCRL-17538), with density correction added (Hans Bichsel, private communication). See also

i)
i

Joseph F. Janni [Air Force Weapons Laboratory Technical Report No. AFWIL-TR-65-150 (1966)]. The average

ionization potentials (I) assumed were: Pb (820 eV), Cu (320 eV), Al (166 eV), and C(77.5 eV). Figure indicates
total path length; observed range may be smaller (by ~ 1% - 2% in heavy elements) due to multiple scattering,
primarily from small energy-loss collisions with nuclei. The functional forms have not been experimentally

verified to better than roughly +1% . For higher energies refer to discussion by Cobb [""A Study of Some Electro-

magnetic Interactions of High Velocity Particles with Matter, " University of Oxford Report HEP/ T/55 (1973)]
and by Turner ['Penetration of Charged Particles in Matter: A Symposium!, National Academy of Sciences,
Washington D.C. (1970), p. 48]. Scaling to other beam particles is, to a good approximation, described by the
expression on the next page.
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PARTICLE DETECTORS, ABSORBERS, AND RANGES (Cont'd)

Mean Range and Energy Loss in Liquid Hydrogen
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Range and energy loss in liquid hydrogen bubble chamber, based on Bethe-Bloch equation (Section C.1 above),
using an average ionization potential for H, of I=20.0 eV, which is an approximate average of the experi-
mental result of Garbincius and Hyman [Phys. Rev. A2, 1834 (1970)] and the theoretical result of Ford and
Browne [Phys. Rev. A7, 418 (1973)]. Bubble chamber conditions are chosen to be those of Garbincius and
Hyman: parahydrogen of density = 0.0625 g/cm3 (note: range « 1l/density), with vapor-pressure 60.8 lb/in2
(absolute) and temperature 26.2°K. The functional dependence of the Bethe-Bloch equation is not experi-
mentally verified to better than about *1% over large momentum ranges. It should be noted that the number
of bubbles per cm of a track in a bubble chamber is nearly proportional to 1/82, not dE/dx. For the linear

portions of the range curves, R « p>+°. Scaling law for particles of other mass or charge (except electrons):

for a given medium, the range Ry, of any beam particle with mass Mb’ charge zp, and momentum Pp, is given in
terms of the range R, of any other particle with mass M,, charge z,, and momentum p, = PpMy/My, (d.e.,
having the same velocity) by the expression:

Rb(Mb'zb'Pb)

2 2] R (M .2 ,p = PpM /M) .

Rev. Mod. Phys:, Vol. 52, No. 2, Part Il, April 1980
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PARTICLE DETECTORS, ABSORBERS, AND RANGES (Cont'd)
Mean Electron Range in Lead, Copper, Carbon, and Liquid Hydrogen

Mean range of electrons in the T (keV)
continuous-slowing-down approx- l IO |OO
imation, taking into account 'O‘z ~
energy loss by collisions with —— 4
- atomic electrons and by brems-—
strahlung; strong fluctuations I{‘r;

L

/
4

are to be expected for indi- S /
vidual tracks. This range is 3 T
the total path length; the o
"practical range" — a common
measure of straight-line pene-
tration distance — is shorter
because of multiple Coulomb
scattering, which becomes in-
creasingly important as the
electron slows down. E.g.,
for a fast electron the rms
projected angle due to multi-
ple Coulomb scattering reaches
1 radian by the time the elec-
tron has slowed to 0.4 MeV in
hydrogen, 1.5 MeV in carbon,

9 MeV in copper, and 24 MeV
(off scale) in lead. Electron
energy deposition and penetra-
tion probability vs. range are
discussed by L. V. Spencer, . i
"Energy Dissipation by Fast y 'f{"
Electrons," NBS Monograph #1, SR 4F ; |
1959, and S. M. Seltzer, 05 L LU A /
"Transmission of Electrons ) 0.0 0.l | 10

through Foils," NBSIR 74, 457

(1974). Electrons which have T (MeV) XBI. 762-2273
energy less than 0.2 MeV in Ar,

1.5 MeV in Cu, 3.5 MeV in Sn, and 5 MeV in Pb are likely to deposit 10% of their energy behind their starting plane.

The practical range, RP' is defined as that absorber thickness obtained by extrapolating to zero the linearly decreasing

part of the curve of penetration probability vs. absorber thickness. Data for Al in the T range of the figure are available,
and fit (to ~*10%) Rp=aT[1-B/(1+CT)] mg em 2 [a form su?gested by K.-H. Weber, Nucl. Inst. Meth. 25, 261 (1964)],

with A=0.55 mg cem™2 kev~l, B=0.9841, and C=0.0030 kev~l. At this penetration depth, 90 - 95% of the incident electrons

have stopped. Data for other elements are sketchy, but suggest that higher-2Z (<50) elements have l:gRP/Rp(Al)S 1.4 below

~10 keV, and 0.6:§RP/RP(A1)5 1 above ~100 keV. The "critical energy" (above which the energy loss due to bremsstrahlung
exceeds that due to ionization, and showering becomes important) is 400 MeV for hydrogen, 100 MeV for carbon, 25 MeV for
copper, and 10 MeV for lead. The mean positron range may differ from the mean electron range by several percent. See Berger
and Seltzer, NASA SP-3012 (1964) and SP-3036, and P. Trower, UCRL-2426, Vol. III, Rev. (1966). 1-10 keVv range was

obtained by linear extrapolation; in this region the true range may actually lie above the curves.
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Fractional Energy Loss for et and e~ in Lead Contributions to Photon Cross Section in Lead
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lengths as a function of photon energy. The intensity
of photons can be expressed as I = Ijexp(-0x), where
0 is read above and x is the path length in radiation
lengths. See also figure following.

Fractional energy loss per radiation length in lead as
a function of electron or positron energy. Electron
(positron) scattering is considered as ionization when
the energy loss per collision is below 0.255 MeV, and
as Moller (Bhabha) scattering when it is above.

These figures are adapted from Fig. 3.2 and Fig. 3.3 from Messel and Crawford, Electron-Photon Shower Distri-

bution Function Tables for IL.ead, Copper and Air Absorbers, Pergamon Press, 1970. Messel and Crawford use
L. (Pb) = 5.82 g/cm# ,but we have modified the figures to reflect the value given in the Table of Atomic and
Nuclear Properties of Materials (following), namely L.(Pb) = 6.4 g/cm?, The development of electron-

photon cascades is approximately independent of absorber when the results are expressed in terms of inverse
radiation lengths (i.e., scales on left of plots).

Rev. Mod. Phys., Vol. 52, No. 2, Part 11, April 1980
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Photon Mass Attenuation Coefficiénts, Energy Deposition
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The photon mass attenuation coefficient for various absorbers as a function of photon energy (solid curves).
For a homogeneous medium of density p, the intensity I remaining after traversal of thickness t is given

by I=1I, exp(-ut). The accuracy is a few percent. Interpolation to other Z should be done in the cross
section 0 = (W/pP) M/Np cm“/atom, where M is the atomic weight of the absorber material and N is Avogadro's
number. For a chemical compound or mixture, use (u/p)eff =7 w; (W/P); , accurate to a few percent, where wj
is the proportion by weight of the ith constituent. * The dashed curve is the mass energy-

absorption coefficient, giving U/p multiplied by the fraction of photon energy deposited in a small volume
(assumed large enough to contain the ranges of most secondary electrons) about the interaction. This
fraction is smaller than 1.0 because such processes as Compton scattering and electron bremsstrahlung imply
radiation of some of the energy away from the immediate area. From J. H. Hubbell, NSRDS-NBS 29(1969).
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PARTICLE DETECTORS, ABSORBERS, AND RANGES (Cont'd)

Atomic and Nuclear Properties of Materials™®

Material Z A Nuclear  Nuclear collision  Absorption  dE/dx min® Radiation length Densique Refractive
cross length L . length AP Lradd .[g/cm ] .index n®
section ¢ 2 [ MeV ][Mev] () is for gas () is (n—1)x1
[barns]  [g/cm®] [em] [cm] g/cm’ cm (g/cm?) [em] (e/1t] for gas

H t  1.01 0.039 . 0.0708  }1.112

2 43.0 607 790 4.12 0.292 63.05 890 (0.090) (140)
02 1 2.01 0.074 45.1 273 342 2.07 0.342 126.1 764 0.163 1.128
He 2 4.00 0.13 . 0.125 1.024

' 4 49.6 397 478 1.94 0.243 94.32 755 (0.178) (35)

Li 3 6.94 0.215 53.6 100.4 120.6 1.65 0.881 82.76 155 0.534 -

Be 4 9.01 0.270 55.4 30.0 36.7 1.61 2.97 65.19 35.3 1.848 -

C 6 12.01 0.340 58.7 ~37.8 49.9 1.78 =2.76 42.70 ~27.5 %1.55f -

0.808 1.205

N 7 14.01 0.390 . . . . . .

2 59.7 73.8 99.4 1.82 1.47 37.99 47.0 (1.25) (300)

1.207 1.092

Ne 10 20.18 0.520 64. . . . . . . .

4.4 53.7 74.9 1.73 2.08 28.94 24.0 (0.90) (67)

Al 13 26.98 0.650 68.9 25.5 37.2 1.62 4.37 24.01 8.9 2.70 -

- 1.40 1.233

Ar 18 39.95 .890 . . . . . . . { N
0 74.5 53.2 80.9 1.51 2.11 19.55 14.0 (1.78) (283)

Fe 26 55.85 1.160 79.9 10.2 17.1 1.48 11.6 13.84 1.76 7.87 -

Cu 29 63.54 1.270 83.1 9.3 14.8 1.44 12.9 12.86 1.43 8.96 -

Sn 50 118.69 2.040 96.6 13.2 22.8 1.28 9.4 8.82 1.21 7.31 -

w 74 183.85 2.810 108.6 5.6 10.3  1.17 22.6 6.76 0.35 19.3 -

Pb 82 207.19 3.080 111.7 9.8 18.5 1.13 12.8 6.37 0.56  11.35 -

U 92 238.03 3.380 116.9 ~6.2 12.0  1.09 =~20.7 6.00 ~0.32 ~18.95 -

. g 2738

. e g 228 g 50.001205 1.000273

Air 60.2 50000 67500 1.82 0.0022%5 36.20 30050 (1.29) (293)

HZO 58.3 58.3 78.8 2.03 2.03 36.08 36.1 1.00 1.33

HS (bubble chamber 26°K)! 43.0 =683 887 4.12 =~0.26 63.05 =~1000 ~0.0630 1.112

DZ (bubble chamber 31°K) 45.1 =322 403 2.07 =0.29 126.1 =900 ~0. 140h 1.110

H-Ne mixture (50 mole percenl)i 62.9 154.5 215 1.84 0.75 29.70 73.0 0.407 1.092

j 0.4 { 1.25)

Propane (C3H8)" 55.0 134 176 2.28 0.98 45.38 111 (Z.O)j (1005).

R J
j 74, ~49. ~ ) ~ ~1.50 §1.238

Freon 13B1 (CF‘3Br) 4.3 49.5 73.5 1.52 2.3 16.53 11 (8.71) (750)

Ilford emulsion 88.1 23.1 36.7 1.44 5.49 11.02 2.94 . 3.815 -

Nal 91.9 25.0 41.3 1.32 4.84 9.49 2.59 3.67 1.775

LiF 61.1 23.1 30.7 1.69 4.46 39.25 14.9 2.64 1.394

Polyethylene (CHZ) 55.7 ~59.6 78.4 2.09 w=1.95 44.78 48 0.92-0.95 -

Mylar (CgH 405) 58.5 42.1 56.1 1.91 2.65 39.95 28.7 1.39 -

Polystyrene, scintillator (CH)k 57.0 55.2 68.5 1.97 2.03 43.8 42.9 1.032 1.581

Lucite, Plexiglas (C5H802) 57.7 ~48.9 65.0 1.97 =2.32 40.55 ~34.5 1.16-1.20 =1.49

Spark or proportional chamberl 0.0307 0.0227% - 0.034 0.067% 0.019 -

Shielding concrete™ 65.5 26.2 36.8 1.70 4.25 26.7 10.7 2.5 -

-coy" , 60.4 33800 46000 1.82 0.0033 36.2 20210 (1.79)" (410)"

Freon 12 (CC[ZFZ)n 68.1 13800 20200 1.64 0.0081 23.7 4810 (4.93)" (1080)"

Freon 13 (CCLF3)" 66.0 15000 21400 1.70.  0.0072 27.15 6380 (4.26)" (720)"

Silica Aerogelo 62.3 =311 430 1.82 =0.36 30 ~150 0.1-0.3 1.0+0.25p

*) Table revised April 1980 by J. Engler and F. Monnig. For details, see CERN NP Internal Report 74-1.

a) o of neutrons (¥ ¢ of protons) at 20 GeV from Landolt-Bornstein, New Series I, Vol. 5. Energy dependence for all nuclei = 1/2
percent/GeV (from 5-25 GeV).

b) Leonl = A/(N.o). In the absorption length the elastic scattering is subtracted.

c) For a minimum-ionizing, singly—charged particle in the material. From W.H. Barkas and M.J. Berger, Tables of Energy Losses and Ranges
of Heavy Charged Particles, NASA-SP-3013 (1964).

d) From Y.S. Tsai, Rev. Mod. Phys. 46, 815 (1974).

€) Values for solids, or the liquid phase at boiling point, except where noted. Values in parentheses for gaseous phase STP (0°C, 1 atm.),
except where noted.

f) Density variable.

g) Gas at 20°C.

h) Density may vary about +3%, depending on operating conditions.

i) Values for typical working condition with H; target: 50 mole percent, 29°K, 7 atm.

j) Values for typical chamber working conditions: Propane ~ 57°C, 8-10 atm. Freon 13B1 ~ 28°C, 8-10 atm.

k) Typical scintillator; e.g. PILOT B and NE 102A have an atomic ratio H/C = 1.10.

1) Values for typical construction: 2 layers 50 um Cu/Be wires, 8 mm gap, 60% argon, 40% isobutane or CO,; 2 layers 50 um Mylar/Aclar
foils.

m) Standard shielding blocks, typical composition 0, 52%, Si 32.5%, Ca 6%, Na 1.5%, Fe 2%, Al 4% plus reinforcing iron bars. Attenuation
length £ = 115 £5 g/cm*®, also valid for earth (typical p = 2.15) from CERN-LRL-RHEL Shielding exp. UCRL 17841 (1968).

n) Used in Cerenkov counters, value at 26°C and 1 atm. Indices of refraction from E.R. Hayes, R.A. Schluter, and A. Tamosaitis, ANL-6916
(1964). .

o) n(Si0,) + 2n(H,0) used in Cerenkov counters, p = density in g/cm3. From M. Cantin et al., Nucl. Instr. Meth. 118, 177 (1974).

Rev. Mod. Phys., Vol. 52, No. 2, Part I, April 1980
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ELECTROMAGNETIC RELATIONS

Maxwell's Equations

CGS (statcoul.,l MKSA
Quantity statamp., sec cm ) (coul., amp., ohm)
Potentials: v = g9 v = 4—1 z -
chdarges ¥ TEy chdTges
> -
7.1 I ao e I
€ currénts ¥ 4T curfénts T
. 1 -9
c = speed of light € = SE;-IO MKSA
in vacuum
u, = 4m 10" " MKsa
> >
. > 1 9a > 2 oA
Fields: E = -V - S 3¢ E = -V - 3¢
> > > >
B =Vxa B =Vxna
. > > > > > > > >
Materials: D =€E, B = UH D = €E, B = UH
>
> > v >
Force: F=q(E+—XB) F = q(E+v XB)
> > > >
Maxwell: V+D = 4mp VeD=p
> >
T2 1 9B > 9B
VXE = - = =— XE = o2
E c dt VxE ot
>
VeB=0 VeB =0
4t 19D 5 3B
= 4m 109D H=734+ 22
XH = + XH =
vxH c c 9t VXH =3+ ot
. . . > > -y ->
Relativistic E” = E” E" = E"
transforma-
tions: > > 12> = > >
= —_ X =
EJ. Y EJ. + v B) El ‘\((El + v X B)
B =3B B =3B
([ AP
>, > 1 -)X-> >, > 1 —»X»
B = Y(B - S VXE Bl—yBl—csz
i
Impedances: Alternating Currents (MKSA)
Ohm's law: V = 2I, V = Voelwt .
1. Impedance of self-inductance L: 2 = iwL .
2. Impedance of a capacitor of capacitance C: 2 = i(iC

3. Impedance of a flat conductor of width w at high frequency:
i

P = resistivity in 1078 Om:

~1.7 for Cu ~5.5 for W
~2.4 for Au ~73 for SS 304
~2.8 for Al ~100 for Nichrome
(Al alloys may have up

to double this value.)

8 = effective skin depth

_ ./ 0 ~ 6.6 cm
= Ton Ee—— for Cu

VV(sec1)

4. Impedance of free space: 2 = V uo/e0 = 376.7Q.

Capacitance C and Inductance L per Unit Length (MKSA)

1. For flat plates of width w, separated by d << w:

Ew d
¢c= 73 7 LosoMy
2. For coax cable of interior and exterior radii T and Tyt
_ 2T € u
c = J?,n(rz/rl) ; L = o SLn(rz/rl) ;
€ = dielectric constant 2 to 6 for plaStlcs;
4 to 8 for porcelain, glasses;
U = magnetic susceptibility.

Transmission Lines (No Loss) (MKSA)

Velocity = 1 Vic = 1/\/11&: .
Impedance = VL/C .

L and C are inductance and capacitance per unit length.

Synchrotron Radiation (CGS)

2
. am : .
Energy loss/revolution = — e 83 4 ‘ p = orbit radius

3P
ror electrons (B~1), “EMV) o 035 [m(cev)]?/pmeter) .
Critical frequency: W, = 3Y3 % .

Frequency spectrum (for Y >>1):

2 1/3
I = 3.3e—(9’£> , w<<wy
c c c
e2Y
I = (1.0, 1.6, 1.6, 0.5, 0.08) =+
w
at o = 0.01, 0.1, 0.2, 1.0, 2.0, respectively;
- .
2 /2 -2w/w
I(w) = /37 ——EY<—9-) e ° ’ w2 .
c W ~ "¢

The radiation is confined to angles < 1/Y relative to

the instantaneous direction of motion.

See J. D. Jackson, Classical Electrodynamics, 2nd edition

7 = (L+1i)p (John Wiley & Sons, New York, 1975) for more formulae and details
wS ! (Prepared April 1974; revised April 1980.)
RADIOACTIVITY AND RADIATION PROTECTION
Unit of activity = Curie: ' Maximum permissible occupational dose for the whole body:

1 Ci = 3.7x1010 disintegrations/sec
Unit of exposure dose for x and y radiation = _Roentgen:

1R = 1 esu/cm> = 87.8 erg/g (5.49%X 107 MeV/g) of air
Unit of absorbed dose = rad:

1 rad = 100 erg/g (6.25% 107 MeV /g) in any material
Unit of dose equivalent (for protection) = rem:

rems (Roentgen equivalents for man) = rads XQF,
where QF (quality factor) depends upon the type of radiation
and other factors. For y rays and HE protons, QF = 1; for
thermal neutrons, QF = 3; for fast neutrons, QF ranges up
to 10; and for o particles and heavy ions, QF ranges up to 20.

Rev. Mod. Phys., Vol. 52, No. 2, Part 11, April 1980

5 rem/year (maximum 3 rem/calendar quarter)

Fluxes (per cm?2) to liberate 1 rad in carbon:

3.5 X107 minimum ionizing singly charged particles
1.0 X 109 photons of 1 MeV energy

(These fluxes are correct to within a factor of 2 for all

materials.)

Natural background: 120 to 130 millirem/year .
cosmic radiation (charged particles + neutrons) ~25
cosmic radiation (y rays) ~25}
radiation from rocks and air (y rays) ~73

Cosmic ray background in counters: ~ 1/min/cm?2/ster

mrem/yr
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PBEAM —=--
(GEV/C)

¥P, VP

sep
0.00 .938
0.02 .958
0.04 .977
0.06 2996
0.08 1.015

0.10 1.033
0.12 1.051
0.14 1.069
0.16 1.087
0.18 1.104

0.20 1.121
0.22 1.137
0.24 1.154
0.26 1.170
0.28 1.186
0.30 1.201
0.32 1.217
0.34 1.232
0.36 1.247
0.38 1.262
0.40 1.277
0.42 1.292
0.44 1.306
0.46 1.320
0.48 1.335
0.50 1.349
0.52 1.362
0.54 1.376

1.390
0.58 1.403
0.60 1.416
0.62 1.430
0.64 1.443
0.66 1.456
0.68 1.468
0.70 1.481
0.72 1.494
0.74 1.506
0.76 1.519
0.78 1.531
0.80 1.543
0.82 1.555
0.84 1.567
0.86 1.579
0.88 1.591
0.90 1.603
0.92 1.615
0.94 1.626
0.96 1.638
0.98 1.649
1.00 1.660
1.02 1.672
1.04 1.683
1.06 1.694
1.08 1.705
1.10 1.716
1.12 1.727
1.14 1.738
1.16 1.748
1.18 1.759
1.20 1.770
1.22 1.780
1.24 1.791
1.26 1.801
1.28 1.812
1.30 1.822
1.32 1.832
1.34 1.843
1.36 1.853
1.38 1.863
1.40 1.873
1.42 1.883
1.44 1.893
l1.46 1.903
1.48 1.913
1.50 1.922
1.52 1.932
1.54 1.942
1.56 1.951
1.58 1.961
1.60 1.970
1.62 1.980

1.64 1.989
1.66 1.999
1.68 2.008

C. M.

ENERGY

(GEV)

e

1.078
1.079
1.083
1.089
1.096

1.105
1.116
1.127
1.139
1.152

1.165
1.178
1.192
1.206
1.219

1.233
1.247
1.261
1.275
1.288

1.302
1.315
1.329
1.342
1.356

1.369
1.382
1.395
1.408
1.421

1.434
1.447
1.459
1.472
1.484

1.496
1.509
1.521
1.533
L.545

1.557
1.569
1.580
1.592
1.604

1.615
1.627
1.638
1.649
1.661

1.672
1.683
1.694
1.705
1.716

1.726
1.737
1.748
1.759
1.769

1.780
1.790
1.800
1.811
1.821

1.831
1.841
1.851
1.862
1.872

1.882
1.891
1.901
1.911
1.921

1.931
1.940
1.950
1.959
1.969

1.978
1.988
1.997
2.006
2.016

Kp

1.432
1.432
1.433
1.436
1.436

1.439
1.441
1.445
1.448
1.453

1.457
1.462
1.468
1.473
1.480

1.486
1.493
1.500
1.507
1.514

1.522
1.530
1.538
1.546
1.554

1.563
1.571
1.580
1.589
1.598

1.607
1.616
1.625
1.634
1.643

1.653
1.662
1.671
1.681
1.690

1.699
1.709
1.718
1.728
1.737

1.747
1.756
1.765
1.775
1.784

1.794
1.803
1.812
1.822
1.831

1.840
1.850
1.859
1.868
1.877

1.887
1.896
1.905
1.914
1.923

1.932
1.941
1.950
1.959
1.968

1.977
1.986
1.995
2.004
2.013

2.022
2.031
2.039
2.048
2.057

2.065
2.074
2.083
2.091
2.100

PP

1.877
1.877
1.877
1.878
1.878

1.879
1.880
1.882
1.883
1.885

1.887
1.889
1.892
1.894
1.897

1.900
1.903
1.906
1.910
1.913

1.917
1.921
1.925
1.929
1.934

1.938
1.943
1.947
1.952
1.957

1.962
1.968
1.973
1.978
1.984

1.989
1.995
2.001
2.007
2.013

2.019
2.025
2.031
2.037
2.043

2.050
2.056
2.062
2.069
2.075

2.082
2.088
2.095
2.102
2.108

2.115
2.122
2.129
2.136
2.142

2.149
2.156
2.163
2.170
2.177

2.184
2.191
2.198
2.205
2.212

2.219
2.226
2.233
2.240
2.247

2.254
2.261
2.268
2.275
2.282

2.289
2.296
2.304
2.311
2.318
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C.M. ENERGY AND MOMENTUM VS. BEAM MOMENTUM

-MOMENTUM IN C.

Yp.vP
~ep
.000
.020
.038
<056
074

.091
.107
123
.138
153

167
. 182
.195
.209
222

<234
247
.259
L271
.282

.294
.305
316
<327
-337

348
.358
-368
-378
.388

-397
<407
L6416
425
<434

<443
<452
“461
<470
<478

. 486
495
503
511
+519

.527
535
542
550
.558

<565
573
- 580
.587
«594

<601
-609
.616
<622
-629

.636
643
650
-656
.663

-669
.676
-682
689
.695

701
.708
L7144
720
726

.732
. 738
L7744
750
756

<762
.768
.773
-779
. 785

E

dE

cm

(GEV/C)
TP Kp

.000 .000
.017 .013
.035 .026
.052 .039
.068 .052

085 .065
101 .078
117 .091
132 .104
<147 116

<161 .129
L1775 .141
-189 .153
<202 .166
215 .178

.228 .189
.241 2201
253 .213
<265 224
277 .235

.288 247
+300 .258
.311 .268
<322 .279
332 .290

-343 .300
-353 .310
363 .321
.373 .331
.383 .341

-393 .350
«402 .360
<412 .370
421 .379
.430 .388

<439 .397
<448 406
457 415
465 424
“474 L433

L4822 442
<490 .450
<499 .459
507 467
<515 475

523 .484
531 .492
.538 .500
546 .508
+554 .515

+561 .523
.569 .531
+576 .538
583 .546
2591 .553

598 .561
.605 .568
612 .575
.619 .583
626 .590

633 .597
639 .604
.646 .611
-653 .618
<660 .624

.666 .631
673 .638
679 .645
<685 .651
+692 .658

.698 .664
.704 .671
L7110 677
717 .684
723 .690

<729 .696
<735 .702
-741 2709
.747 715
.753 721

<759 .727
«765 .733
770 .739
776 745
<782 .751

M-

3

000
010
.020
.030
<040

.050
-060
-070
.080
.090

099
.109

.129
.138

<148
167
.186

.196
205
L214
224
.233

<242
251
260
269
.278

.287
.296
-304
313
322

330
+339
347
+355
<364

372
-380
.388
396
<404

ch12
<420
.428
<435
L443

451
458
<466
473
.481

488

.559

+579
.585

592
-599
+605
.612
.618

624
-631
637
.643
650

<656
<662
.668
674
680

= m_dT
cm p ~beam
PBEAM -— . M. ENERGY~-
(GEV/C) (GEV)
Yp.,Vp
Sep np Xp
1.70 2.018 2.025 2.109
1.72  2.027 2.034 2.117
1.74 2.036 2.043 2.126
1.76 2.045 2.053 2.134
1.78 2.054 2.062 2.143
1.80 2.064 2.071 2.151
1.82 2.073 2.080 2.159
1.84 2.082 2.089 2.168
1.86 2.091 2.098 2.176
1.88 2.100 2.107 2.184
1.90 2.109 2.115 2.193
1.92  2.117 2.124 2.201
1.94 2.126 2.133 2.209
1.96 2.135 2.142 2.217
1.98 2.144 2.151 2.226
2.0 2.153 2.159 2.234
2.1 2.196 2.202 2.274
2.2 2.238 2.244 2.314
2.3 2.280 2.286 2.353
2.4 2.320 2.326 2.392
2.5 2.360 2.366 2.430
2.6 2.400 2.405 2.468
2.7 2.439 2.444 2.505
2.8 2.477 2.482 2.542
2.9 2.514 2.520 2.578
3.0 2.551 2.556 2.613
3.1 2.588 2.593 2.649
3.2 2.624 2.629 2.683
3.3 2.660 2.664 2.718
3.4 2.695 2.699 2.752
3.5 2.729 2.734 2.785
3.6 2.763 2.768 2.818
3.7 2.797 2.801 2.851
3.8 2.830 2.835 2.884
3.9 2.863 2.868 2.916
4.0 2.896 2.900 2.947
4.1 2.928 2.932 2.979
4.2 2.960 2.964 3.010
4.3 2.992 2.996 3.041
4.4 3.023 3.027 3.071
4.5 3.054 3.058 3.101
4.6 3.084 3.088 3.131
4.7 3.115 3.118 3.161
4.8 3.144 3.148 3.190
4.9 3.174 3.178 3.220
5.0 3.204 3.207 3.248
5.2 3.262 3.265 3.305
5.4 3.319 3.322 3.362
5.6 3.375 3.378 3.417
5.8 3.430 3.433 3.471
6.0 3.484 3.487 3.524
6.2 3.538 3.541 3.577
6.4 3.590 3.593 3.629
6.6 3.642 3.645 3.680
6.8 3.693 3.696 3.731
7.0 3.744 3.747.3.781
7.2 3.794 3.797 3.830
7.4 3.843 3.846 3.878
7.6 3.891 3.894 3.926
7.8 3.939 3.942 3.974
8.0 3.987 3.989 4.021
8.2 4.033 4.036 4.067
8.4 4.080 4.082 4.113
8.6 4.125 4.128 4.158
8.8 4.171 4.173 4.203
9.0 4.215 4.218 4.247
9.2 +4.260 4.262 4.291
9.4 4.303 4.306 4.335
9.6 4.347 4.349 4.378
9.8 4.390 4.392 4.420
10.0 4.432 4.435 4.462
10.5 4.537 4.539 4.566
L11.0 4.639 4.642 4.668
11.5 4.739 4.742 4.767
12.0 4.837 4.839 4.864
12.5 4.933 4.935 4.960
13.0 5.027 5.030 5.053
13.5 5.120 5.122 5.145
14.0 5.211 5.213 5.236
14.5 5.300 5.302 5.324
15.0 5.388 5.390 5.412
15.5 5.474 5.476 5.498
16.0 5.559 5.561 5.582
16.5 5.643 5.645 5.666
17.0 5.726 5.727 5.748
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m_vV dP. =~ m_dP.
p beam = beam p ~ beam
~MOMENTUM IN C. M.~ PBEAM
(GEV/C) (GEV/C)
Yp,vp Yp.vp
PP <ep P Kp pp ~ep
2.325 .791 .788 .756 .686 17.5 5.807
2.332 .796 .793 .762 .692 18.0 5.887
2.339 .802 .799 .768 .698 18.5 5.966
2.346 -807 .805 .774 .704 19.0 6.044
2.353 .813 .810 .780 .710 19.5 6.122
2.360 .818 .8l6 .785 .716 20 6.198
2.367 .824 .821 .791 .721 21 6.347
2.374 .829 .827 .796 .727 22 6.493
2.381 .835 .832 .802 .733 23 6.636
2.388 .840 .837 .808 .739 24 6.776
2.395 .845 .843 .813 .744 25 6.913
2.402 .851 .848 .819 .750 26 7.048
2.409 .856 .853 .824 .756 27 7.180
2.416 .861 .859 .829 .761 28 7.309
2.423 .867 .864 .835 .767 29  7.436
2.430 .872 .869 .840 .772 30 7.562
2.465 .897 .895 .866 .799 31 7.685
2.500 .922 .920 .892 .826 32 7.806
2.534  .947 .944 .917 .852 33 7.925
2.568 .970 .968 .941 .877 34 8.043
2.602 .994 .991 .965 .901 35 8.158
2.636 1.02 1.01 .989 .926 36 8.273
2.669 1.04 1.04 1.01 .949 37 8.385
2.702 1.06 1.06 1.03 .972 38 8.496
2.735 1.08 1.08 1.06 .995 39 8.606
2.768 1.10 1.10 1.08 1.02 40 8.715
2.800 1.12 1.12 1.10 1.04 41 8.822
2.832 1.14 1.14 1.12 1.06 42 8.927
2.863 1.16 1.16 1.14 1.08 43 9.032
2.895 1.18 1.18 1.16 1.10 44  9.135
2.926 1.20 1.20 1.18 1.12 45 9.237
2.957 1.22 1.22 1.20 1.14 46 9.338
2.987 1.24 1.24 1.22 1.16 47 9.438
3.018 1.26 1.26 1.24 1.18 48 9.537
3.048 1.28 1.28 1.26 1.20 49  9.635
3.077 1.30 1.29 1.27 1.22 50 9.732
3.107 1.31 1.31 1.29 1.24 52 9.923
3.136 1.33 1.33 1.31 1.26 54 10.11
3.165 1.35 1.35 1.33 1.27 56 10.29
3.194 1.37 1.36 1.34 1.29 58 10.47
3.223 1.38 1.38 1.36 1.31 60 10.65
3.251 1.40 1.40 1.38 1.33 62 10.83
3.279 1.42 1.41 1.40 1.34 64 11.00
3.307 1.43 1.43 1.41 1.36 66 11.17
3.335 1.45 1.45 1.43 1.38 68 11.34
3.363 1.46 1.46 1.44 1.40 70 11.50
3.417 1.50 1.49 1.48 1.43 72 11.66
3.471 1.53 1.53 1.51 1.46 74 11.82
3.524 1.56 1.56 1.54 1.49 76 11.98
3.576 1.59 1.59 1.57 1.52 78 12.13
3.627 1.62 1.61 1.60 1.55 80 12.29
3.678 1.64 1.64 1.63 1.58 82 12.44
3.728 1.67 1.67 1.65 1.61 84 12.59
3.778 1.70 1.70 1.68 1.64 86 12.74
3.827 1.73 1.73 1.71 1.67 88 12.88
3.875 1.75 1.75 1.74 1.70 90 13.03
3.923 1.78 1.78 1.76 1.72 92 13.17
3.970 1.81 1.81 1.79 1.75 94 13.31
4.016 1.83 1.83 1.82 1.78 96 13.45
4.062 1.86 1.86 1.84 1.80 98 13.59
4.108 1.88 1.88 1.87 1.83 100 13.73
4.153 1.91 1.91 1.89 1.85 150 16.80
4.198 1.93 1.93 1.92 1.88 200 19.40
4.242 1.96 1.95 1.94 1.90 250 21.68
4.286 1.98 1.98 1.96 1.93 300 23.75
4.329 2.00 2.00 1.99 1.95 350 25.65
4.372 2.03 2.03 2.01 1.97 400 27.41
4.415 2.05 2.05 2.03 2.00 450 29.07
4.457 2.07 2.07 2.06 2.02 500 30.65
4.498 2.09 2.09 2.08 2.04 550 32.14
4.540 2.12 2.12 2.10 2.07 600 33.57
4.641 2.17 2.17 2.16 2.12 650 34.94
4.741 2.22 2.22 2.21 2.18 700 36.26
4.839 2.28 2.28 2.26 2.23° 750 37.53
4.934 2.33 2.33 2.31 2.28 800 38.76
5.028 2.38 2.38 2.36 2.33 850 39.95
50120 2.43 2.43 2.41 2.38 900 41.11
5.211 2.47 2.47 2.46 2.43 950 42.23
5.300 2.52 2.52 2.51 2.48
5.388 2.57 2.57 2.56 2.53 1000 43.33
2000 61.27
5.474 2.61 2.61 2.60 2.57 5000 96.87
5.559 2.66 2.66 2.65 2.62 10000 137.0
5.642 2.70 2.70 2.69 2.66 20000 193.7
5.725 2.74 2.74 2.73 2.70
5.806 2.79 2.79 2.78 2.75 50000 306.3
100000 433.2
200000 612.6
500000 968.6
1000000 1370

5.809
5.889
5.968
6.046
6.123

6.199
6.349
6.495
6.638
6.778

6.915
7.049
7.181
7.311
7.438

7.563
7.686
7.807
7.926
8.044

8.160
8.274
8.386
8.498
8.607

8.716
8.823
8.928
9.033
9.136

9.238
9.339
9.439
9.538
9.636

9.733
9.924
10.11
10.30
10.48

10.65
10.83
11.00
11.17
11.34

11.50
11.66
11.82
11.98
12.14

12.29
12.44
12.59
12.74
12.89

13.03
13.17
13.32
13.46
13.59

13.73
16.80
19.40
21.68
23.75

25.65
27.41
29.07
30.65
32.14

33.57
34.94
36.26
37.53
38.76

39.95
41.11
42.23

43.33
61.27
96.87
137.0
193.7

306.3
433.2
612.6
968.6

1370

Kp

5.829
5.909
5.988
6.066
6.142

6.218
6.367
6.513
6.655
6.795

6.932
7.066
7.197
7.326
7.453

7.578
7.701
7.822
7.941
8.058

8.174
8.288
8.400
8.511
8.621

8.729
8.836
8.941
9.046
9.149

9.251
9.352
9.451
9.550
9.648

9.745
9.935
10.12
10.31
10.49

10.66
10.84
11.01
11.18
11.35

11.51
11.67
11.83
11.99
12.14

12.30
12.45
12.60
12.75
12.89

13.04
13.18
13.32
13.46
13.60

13.74
16.81
19.40
21.69
23.75

25.65
27.42
29.08
30.65
32.14

33.57
34.94
36.26
37.53
38.76

39.95
41.11
42.24

43.33
61.27
96.87
137.0
193.7

306.3
433.2
612.6
968.6

1370

PP

5.886
5.965
6.043
6.120
6.196

6.272
6.419
6.564
6.705
6.843

6.979
7.112
7.243
7.371
7.497

7.621
7.743
7.864
7.982
8.099

8.214
8.327
8.439
8.549
8.658

8.766
8.872
8.978
9.081
9.184

9.286
9.386
9.486
9.584
9.681

9.778

9.968

10.15
10.34
10.52

10.69
10.87
11.04
11.21
11.37

11.54
11.70
11.86
12.02
12.17

12.32
12.48
12.63
12.77
12.92

13.06
13.21
13.35
13.49
13.63

13.76
16.83
19.42
21.70
23.76

25.66
27.43
29.09
30.66
32.15

33.58
34.95
36.27
37.54
38.77

39.96
1.12
42.24

43.34
61.28
96.87
137.0
193.7

306.3
433.2
612.6
968.6

1370

-MOMENTUM IN C.

~ep

2.83
2.87
2.91
2.95
2.99

3.03
3.10
3.18
3.25
3.32

3.39
3.46
3.53
3.59
3.66

3.72
3.79
3.85
3.91
3.97

4.03
4.08
4.14
4.20
4.25

4.31
4.36
baobl
4,47
4.52

4.57
4.62
4.67
4.72
4.77

4.82
4.92
5.01
5.10
5.20

5.28
5.37
5.46
5.54
5.63

5.71
5.79
5.87
5.95
6.03

6.11
6.18
6.26
6.33
6.41

6.48
6.55
6.62
6.69
6.76

6.83
8.38
9.68
10.8
11.9

12.8
13.7
14.5
15.3
16.1

16.8
17.5
18.1
18.8
19.4

20.0
20.5
21.1

21.7
30.6
48.4
68.5
96.9

153
217
306
484
685

(GEV/C)

2.83
2.87
2.91
2.95
2.99

3.03
3.10
3.18
3.25
3.32

3.39
3.46
3.53
3.59
3.66

3.72
3.78
3.85
3.91
3.97

4.02
4.08
414
4.20
4.25

4.31
4.36
4.4l
4.47
4.52

4.57
4.62
4.67
4.72
4077

4.82
4.92
5.01
5.10
5.19

5.28
5.37
5.46
5.54
5.63

5.71
5.79
5.87
5.95
6.03

6.11
6.18
6.26
6.33
6.41

6.48
6.55

12.8
13.7
14.5
15.3
16.1

16.8
17.5
18.1
18.8
19.4

20.0
20.5
21.1

21.7
30.6
48.4
68.5
96.9

153
217
306
484
685

Kp

2.82
2.86
2.90
2.94
2.98

3.02
3.09
3.17
3.24
3.31

3.38
3.45
3.52
3.59
3.65

3.71
3.78
3.84
3.90
3.96

4.02
4.08

4.19
4.24

4.30
4.35
4.41
4.46
4.51

4.56
4.62
4.67
4.72
4.77

4.81
4.91
5.01

5.19

5.28
5.37
5.45
5.54
5.62

5.71
5.79
5.87
5.95
6.03

12.8
13.7
14.5
15.3
16.1

16.8
17.5
18.1
18.8
19.4

20.0
20.5
21.1

21.7
30.6
48.4
68.5
96.9

153
217

484
685

M.-

PP

2.79
2.83
2.87
2.91
2.95

2.99
3.07
3.14
3.22
3.29

3.36
3.43
3.50
3.56
3.63

3.69
3.76
3.82
3.88
3.94

4.00

4.50

4.55
4.60
4.65

4.75

4.80
4.89
4.99
5.08
5.17

5.26

5.69

6.01

6.09

6.24
6.32
6.39

6.46
6.54

6.68
6.75

6.82
8.36
9.66
10.8
11.8

12.8
13.7
14.5
15.3
16.0

16.8
17.4
18.1
18.7
19.4

20.0
20.5
21.1

21.6
30.6
48.4
68.5
96.9

153
217
306
484
685
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PERIODIC TABLE OF THE ELEMENTS
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*086T-6L6T ‘'Pd U309 ‘SOTSAUd pue AIISTWLYD JO 3YOOqpueH 8y3 woiy paidepy

-qusweT® eyl JO 2d030ST STGRIS 3ISOW IO (NWE UT ‘SSew OTWO3e 3yl JO SNTRA 9Y} ISSILIU ISqUNU STOYM 8U3}) SISqUNU SSBU

o1e sesayjuaied UT SISQUNN

* (nwe) S3Tun SSPW OTWO3E (00000 ¢TI JO SSew B paubrsse ATTARAITGAR USSQ SeY UYoTym ‘2do3osT

ZI UOQIed 9yl JO SSPU °yj O3 SATIRTSI ‘90eIINS S,y3zaes ur sduepunge 0Tdo3O0ST Ag peojybToMm SSePW OTWOIR ST ISqUNU ISBMOT
‘2 abieyo OTUOIIOSTD oyl FO soTdT3ThW UT SNOTONU ay3 JO abIeyd aaT3Tsod oy3 bursseadxe ‘JIoqunu OTwoze ST Joqunu aaddn

(092) | (652) | (8SD) | (LsD) | WSO | (152) | (D) | vD) | (£v0) | (bT) |T8h0'LET|6T0'SET |6550°'TET| I8E0°TET| (LTT)
S9LI3S 2pIUndY 17 ON PN wy sq be) g w) | wy ng dN n ed yL oy
£01 201 101 001 66 86 L6 96 6 6 €6 6 16 06 68
(sat1as L96FLT| YO'SLT | THE6'89T| 9T°LIT |HOS6H9T| 0S'TIT |¥ST6'8ST] ST'LST | 96°1ST | ¥°0ST | (SPT) | ¥T b1 {£L06°0VT| TIOP] | SSO6'8ET
aplueyjueT) n QA wy 3 oH Qg qL PO ng wg wd PN id D e
syires arey L oL 69 89 L9 99 $9 9 £9 79 19 09 65 8¢ LS
(€92) | (097) | (097) | sopiu |¥szo9ze| (£27)
-1V ey 14
90T | SOT | +01 | -68 88 L8
(€te) | 1D | (607) |P086'80T| TLOT | LEPOT | 65 00T |S996961| 60°S61 |TTT6T| TO61 |LOTIST| $8'€81 | LH6OST| 6¥'8LT | SUlIeT | €€ LET |HS06°TET
wy v od 19 ad 1L 8H ny d I SO EX| M EL JH | ey eg )
98 8 ¥8 €8 8 I8 08 6L 8L LL 9L SL yL €L [ I~Ls | 9 S
OE1ET | SP069Z1| 09°LTT | SLITT | 69811 | T8VIT | T4 TIT |98 LOT| 901 !SSO6'TOT| LO'TOT |Z906'86| ¥6'S6 |¥906T6| TT 16 |6S06'88| T9'L8 | L9 S8
oX I aL qs ug uj PO 3y pd 0y ny oL oW aN. iz A IS 9y
¥S €S (4 IS 0 6 8 Ly 9% 9% vy 134 [4% £ oY 6 8¢ LE
08°€8 | $06°6L | 96'8L |91T6'PL| 6S°TL | SEL69 | 869 | VS €9 | IL'8S [TECE'8S | LY8'SS [08E6°HS | 966°1S |SIF6'0S| 06'LY |6SS6'HH| 80°0F | £860°6¢
Iy g EN sy D) eD uz n) IN ) oq up po) A 1L 28 ®D b
9¢ s€ ve €€ € i€ o€ 67 14 LT 97 (44 ¥T £ (44 1§4 0z 61
8Y6°6€ | €SP'SE | 90°TE |9LEL6'05| SSBO'ST |+S186'9Z| dII dl —— IIIA —— dlIA d9IA gA  9Al 4l |SOEPT|LLEBGTT
1y 0] S d IS v SN BN
81 Ll 91 Sl Pl €1 4l 1
L1707 |£0b866'8T |Y666°ST |L900+T | TTO'ZT | 18701 8ICI06| +6°9
3N £l o} N o} q £ | 51
ol 6 8 L 9 S 14 £
Smmo.¢ VIIA  VIA VA VAl VI ﬁwc.ﬁ VII Vi
4 1

Rev. Mod. Phys., Vol. 52, No. 2, Part 11, April 1980



S54 Particle Data Group: Review of particle properties

CROSS SECTION PLOTS

PHOTON ENERGY-GeV.
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4 SAC-TUFTS-BeRKELEY ' || GLASGOW-S-EFFELD-DNPL
¥ ABBHHM ' —+ LEBEDEV- YEREVAN -SERPUKHOV. )
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Ey (PHOTON AND NUCLEON>-GeV. E oy (PHOTON AND NUCLEON)-GeV.

Yp total cross section versus photon energy (top scale) and
photon~-plus-nucleon total center-of-mass energy (lower scale).
References: SANTA BARBARA-SLAC: D.O.Caldwell et al., Phys.
Rev. D7, 1362 (1973); DESY-HAMBURG: H.Meyer et al., Phys.
Lett. 33B, 189 (1970); GLASGOW-SHEFFIELD-DNPL: T.A.Armstrong
et al., Phys. Rev. D5, 1640 (1972); LEBEDEV-YEREVAN-SERPUKHOV :
A.S.Belousov et al., Preprint 19, Moscow (1973), A.S.Belousov
et al., Sov. Phys. Doklady 19, 123 (1974), and A.S.Belousov

et al., Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 21(3), 289 (1975); SLAC-BERKELEY-
TUFTS: J.Ballam et al., Phys. Rev. D5, 545 (1972); ABBHHM:

H.G.Hilpert et al., Phys. Lett. 27B, 474 (1968); SLAC and
BERKELEY: J.Ballam et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 21, 1544 (1968),
and H.H.Bingham et al., Phys. Rev. D8, 1277 (1973); CORNELL:

S.Michalowski et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 39, 737 (1977); SANTA
BARBARA-TORONTO-FNAL: D.0O.Caldwell et al., Phys. Rev. Lett.
40, 1222 (1978). Courtesy Gething M. Lewis, Glasgow.

Yd total cross section versus photon energy (top scale) and
photon-plus-single-nucleon total center-of-mass energy (lower
scale). References: SANTA BARBARA-SLAC: D.O.Caldwell et al.,
Phys. Rev. D7, 1362 (1973); DESY-HAMBURG: H.Meyer et al.,
Phys. Lett. 33B, 189 (1970); GLASGOW-SHEFFIELD-DNPL:
T.A.Armstrong et al., Nucl. Phys. B41l, 445 (1972); LEBEDEV-
YEREVAN-SERPUKHOV: A.S.Belousov et al., Sov. J. Nucl. Phys.
EL(3), 289 (1975); CORNELL: S.Michalowski et al., Phys.

Rev. Lett. 39, 737 (1977). Courtesy Gething M. Lewis, Glasgow.
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Op/E,y for the muon neutrino and antineutrino charged-current total cross section as a function of neutrino

energy. The straight lines are averages of all data. (1)
(1979); (2) B.C.Barish et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 39, 1595

B.Barish et al., Cal Tech preprint CALT 68-734

(1977); (3) J.G.H.de Groot et al., Z. Physik C -

Particles and Fields 1, 143 (1979); (4) S.Ciampolillo et al., Phys. Lett. 84B, 281 (1979); (5) D.C.Colley

et al., Z. Physik C ~ Particles and Fields 2, 187 (1979);

(6) s.J.Barish et al., Phys. Rev. D19, 2521 (1979);

(7) A.E.Asralyan et al., Phys. Lett. 76B, 239 (1978), and A.E.Muklin, Serpukhov preprint SERP-4-45 (1979).

Courtesy D. Theriot, FNAL.
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CROSS SECTION PLOTS (Cont'd)

Structure Functions
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F, structure functions derived2from inelastic electron-nucleon data taken at SLAC}™% with recoil mass >2 GeV and four-momentum
transfer squared Q“ > 1(GeV/c)“ are shown. For definitions of Fy, x,_and Q2, see the "Relativistic Kinematics" section and the
"Weak Interactions of Quarks and Leptons" section. R = Op/0Op = 0.21 3 was assumed. Systematic errors are comparable in size to
the data point symbols. Corrections for nucleon motion in deuterium have been made. These corrections are small except for x> 0.7.
No error was included to account for uncertainties in this correction. References: 1) A.Bodek et al., Phys. Rev. D20, 1471 (1979);
2) W.B.Atwood, SLAC Report No. 185 (1975); 3) M.D.Mestayer, SLAC Report No. 214 (1978); 4) S.Stein et al., Phys. Rev. D12, 1884
(1975). Courtesy W. B. Atwood, SLAC. -
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Nucleon structure functions as measured by the CDHS collaboration in high energy (30-200 GeV) charged-current neutrino- and anti-
neutrino-nucleon scattering [J.G.H.de Groot et al., Z. Physik C - Particles and Fields 1, 143 (1979); reproduced by permission].
Definitions, and a discussion of the significance of these structure functions, may be found in the above reference, and also in
the "Weak Interactions of Quarks and Leptons" section of the present work. See de Groot et al., for a discussion of experimental
details, including corrections, etc. Curves are based on a QCD parametrization of Buras and Gaemers [Nucl. Phys. B132, 249 (1978)).
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CROSS SECTION PLOTS (Cont’d)
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An expanded view of R measurements around charm threshold. See the
caption for the figure below for details (we have not combined any data
points in this figure). We have arbitrarily added a horizontal line at
R=4 as an aid to visual comparison of the three sets of data.
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Measurements of R = O(ete™ + hadrons)/o(e*e™ » ptu~), where the anni-
hilation proceeds via one photon. The denominator is a calculated
quantity:

2
+ - + - _ 2 o 2 . 2
gle’e” > ¢ 87) = (he) pron Blj'dﬁcm(z - By sin®6 )
™
(4m)

pom

2 o2 .8 P

By 1 En [, (Gen] )y

for e*e™ > u*U7, By = 1 for energies shown. Radiative corrections and,
where important, corrections for two-photon processes have been made.
The J/¥, V', and T values are offscale at the positions indicated.

Note the suppressed zero. The ADONE data is for =3 hadrons only, and
the points in the " region are from the MARK I - Lead Glass Wall (LGW)
experiment. For clarity, some of the data points for E < 10 GeV have
been combined by us, and some of the points above 10 GeV have been
shifted slightly (<2%) in E_,. Systematic errors (not included in the
figure) are typically between 10% and 20%. The horizontal extent of
the plot symbols has no special significance. References: ADONE.YY2:
C.Bacci et al., PL 86B, 234 (1979); DASP: R.Brandelik et al., PL 76B,
361 (1978); JADE: W.Bartel et al., PL 88B, 171 (1979); MARK J: D.P.
Barber et al., MIT Laboratory for Nuclear Science report #107 (1979),
submitted to Nucl. Phys. B, H.Newman (private communication); MARK I:
J.-E.Augustin et al., PRL 34, 764 (1975), W.Chinowsky, Ann. Rev. Nucl.
Sci. 27, 393 (1977); MARK I + Lead Glass Wall: P.A.Rapidis et al.,
PRL 39, 526 (1977), P.A.Rapidis, Thesis, SLAC-Report-220 (1979);
PLUTO: A.Backer, Thesis, Gesamthochschule Siegen, DESY F33-77/03,
C.Gerke, Thesis, Hamburg University (1979), Ch.Berger et al., PL 81B,
410 (1979), Ch.Berger et al., PL 86B, 413 (1979); TASSO: R.Brandelik
et al., DESY 79/74 (1979), submitted to Physics Letters. Courtesy
F.C.Porter, Cal Tech.
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+ X
T p total cross-section data from the Particle Data Group compilation "TN
Two-Body Scattering Data," LBL-63 (1973).
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Interpolations of TN total cross sections for I=3/2 and 1/2, and the corre-
sponding real parts of the forward amplitudes as calculated from dispersion
relations by A. A. Carter and J. R. Carter (RHEL preprint RL-73-024, 1973;
labeled C above), and by G. HShler and H. P. Jakob (private communication,

1972; labeled H above). The normalization of the curves for each value of

I is such that the sum of their squares divided by 19.6 gives dg/dt at 0° in
mb/ (Gev/c)2. For visual purposes, these old analyses are fine; for quantita-
tive purposes, refer to G. Hohler et al., Handbook of Pion-Nucleon Scattering,
Physik Daten Series No. 12-1 (1979), Fachinformationzentrum, Karlsruhe, Germany.
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CROSS SECTION PLOTS (Cont'd)
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LABORATORY MOMENTUM OF K~ MESONS (GeV/c) P
beam (GeV/c)

K p and K d total cross-section data compiled by Li-et al.,
Proc. 1973 Purdue Conf. on Baryon Resonances. The solid - —
curve passes through the Brookhaven data. K'p and K d total cross-section data. Compilation sources: E. Bracci
et al., CERN/HERA 72-2, K p; G.R. Lynch, K d (<3 GeV/c); Particle
Data Group, K d (>3 GeV/c). The BNL data below 1 GeV/c are not
included.
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| Kip—K3p and K{d—K%d Regeneration Phase [arg(f-T)]

[ proton: o Bock,etal,Phys Rev.Lett. 42,350(1979)
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o x Mugge et.al,Phys Rev D20,2105(1979) 35,412(1975)
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K N total cross sections for I=0 and I=1 below 3.3 GeV/c.
Compiled and unfolded by Li et al., Proc. 1973 Purdue Conf.
on Baryon Resonances.
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Phases of forward amplitudes for Kbp hd Ksp (open symbols)
and KLd > st (solid symbols). Courtesy S.Aronson,
Brookhaven National Laboratory.
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CROSS SECTION PLOTS (Cont'd)

+ +
Compilation of K p and K d total cross-section
measurements. References can be found in the
Baryon Data Card Listings.

K NUCLEON CROSS

i ,M*h
WW |

SECTION

I =20

i
s, herinnen et

! I=0

1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3

MOMENTUM (GEU~/C)

Total cross section for isospin zero KN system.
Unfolding of the BUGG 68 and BOWEN 70 and 73

data was done by G. R. Lynch (as in Proc. of 1970
Duke Conference). Tables of 0y were provided

by the BNL authors. Lynch and BNL use the

same method of unfolding; the BOWEN 73 unfolded
distribution is obtained by a different method [see
plot in z* mini-review in the 1976 edition of this
review, Particle Data Group, Rev. Mod. Phys. 48, 1
(1976)].
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Interactions -- A Compilation", UCRL-20 000 NN (August 1970);
some points at higher energies added since original compilation.
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Pp and pd cross sections from Particle Data Group, "A Compilation of
NN and ND Reactions," LBL-58 (1972); somé points added since original

compilation.
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CROSS SECTION PLOTS (Cont’'d)
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DATA CARD LISTINGS

Illustrative Key

Particle name, and quantum
numbers (if known).

Name of particle as it XX MESON (1200,JPG=_ -) 1

appeafs in table. A )CX( 1 200) |Particle code (for internal

\ ORIGINALLY CALLED XX 1 use only).

Arrow indicates this particle .

omitted from table. OMITTED FROM TABLE \__{General comments on

N particle.

Abbreviated reference for

this result; full reference
given below.

I
-

Quantity tabulated below.

XX({1200) MASS (MEVY

Code for quantity tabulated 11. 3.2 7/66
(M=mass, W=width, etc.) LYNCH 67 HBC +- 2.7 PI-P 6/€7 Measurement technique
LYNCH DATA HAS _QUESTIONABLE BACKGROUND SUBTRACTION | (see abbreviations on
PIERCE 68 /ASPK/+ 2.1 K-P 9/68 next page. )
Symbols used to key together FENNER 69 HBC 0 4.2 PI+P 9/69 pee
data card and related SMITH 70 MMS 3.5 2/79%

comments.
Charge(s) of particle

AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0) detected.
Number of events above
background. | e ————————— —— mm——————
Measured values (paren- T4 XX(1200) WIDTH (MEV) Reaction producing particle,
theses indicate value _—//__! or comments.
not used in average). 35. 5. MERRILL 66 HBC 0/3.2 K=p/ 7/66
SeRsse e et 50. 10. PTIERCE 68 ASPK + 2.1 K-P 9768 Date this result punched
+ Error in measured value 70. 40. FENNER 69 HBC 0 4.2 PI+P 9/69 (asterisk indicates result
(- field blank if error (60.) OR LESS SMITH 70 MMS - 3.5 PI-P ’ added or changed since
s metric; parentheses N P
= 5 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF previous edition).

on error only indicate
data not used in average

due to problems with
error estimation).

(SEE IDEOGRAM BELOW
Scale factor > 1 indicates

inconsistent data.
WEIGHTED AUVERAGE = 38.4 * 6.0

RROR SCALED BY 1.3 : ;
£ Ideogram to display incon-

Average value (and error) sistent dfata; curve is sum
of quantity measured. of Gaussians, one for
each experiment (area of
Gaussian = 1/error;
width of Gaussian =
Vertical bar indicates + error).
average; width of hori-
zontal bar on top is error
(scaled) in average.
/ cHisa Contribution of experiment
_ﬁ\ o FENNER 69 HBC _— to X2 (if no entry present,
AW . .. .PIERCE 68 ASPK /173 experiment not used in
Value and error for each I PO . .MERRILL 66 HBC 0.5 calculating x“ or scale
experiment. — 1.8 factor because of large
(CONLEV error). ’
-20 20 60 100 140 20.179)
XX (1200) WIDTH (MEU)
74 XX{(1200) PARTIAL DECAY MODES
DECAY MASSES Representative masses of
Partial decay mode YA XX(1200) INTO_3PI 9 delca‘z'lpt%odlllctst(usled forf
(labeled by Fj) P2 XX(1200) INTO K KBAR 493+ 493 calculating last column o
Yy File Particle Property Tables)

74 XX(1200) BRANCHING RATIOS

R1 XX(1200) INTO 3PI/TOTAL (P1)
Branching ratio (labeled R1 <66 . .02 MERRILL 66 HBC 0 3.2 K=P 7/€6
by R:). R1 L (.68) (.03) LYNCH 67 HBC +- 2.7 PI-P &/6e7
J R1 L LYNCH DATA HAS QUESTIONABLE BACKGROUND SUBTRACTION

R1 .

R1 FIT FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.3)

0.675 0,012

(1200) INTO KKBAR/TOTAL (pP2)

N . . PIER A + - -P 9/68
Value (and eror)dof quant:ltg ] 35 05 1ERCE 68 ASPK 21K / Branching ratio Rj in terms
measured, as determine R e A
from constrained fit (using FIT 0.325 0.012/ FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.3) ?f::i;s::l g.et;zl?;vn;ode
all measured branching . 1 *
Taki ; i XX(1200) INTO KKBAR/3PI (P2)/(P1)
Tatios for this particle). .50 .03 FENNER 69 HBC 0 4.2 PI+P 9/69
o4l <04 SMITH 70 MMS - 3.5 PI-P 2/79%

R3 e e o e e e s o .

R3 AVG 0.46 0.043 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OJF 1.8)

R3 FIT 0.480 0.026/ FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.3)

sockokkok ok iRk RoR R dlorokook okl oloioRoRoloR R folokolololor olololtoliok ook ookl

Author(s)

REFERENCES FOR XX(1200)

Refehrenceshlisted by year, Quantum number determina~-
t thor. i i i
en author PRL 16 143 MERRILL (TORING+CERN ), tions in this reference
Abbreviated reference form PR 155 610. LYNCH (BNL) .

used on data cards above. PL 27B 230 (LRL) Institution(s) of author(s)

NC 618 372 D. FENNER,B. BEANE (NYSE+AMEX) (see abbreviations on

Journal, report, preprint, Jo SMITH /LSLATY/ next page).

etc. (see abbreviations

sk Rk ROk Sk * EETS oot dolok dokoksokoR IR ololorok ook

on next page).
page) sk okokko kool sokokodofor Rk RoRcioorskok  eolololotoRol iolokarokooiok R elololololo ok RoREORkR XORK
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Abbreviations

Illustrative Key (cont’d)

S61

Geneva, Switzerland
Chicago, Ill., USA
Cincinnati, Ohio, USA
Pasadena, Calif., USA

Boulder, Colo., USA

New York, N. Y., USA
Ithaca, N. Y., USA

Fort Collins, Colo., USA

New York, N. Y., USA

Daresbury, England
Hanover, N. H., USA

Dortmund, Germany
Durham, N. C., USA

Edinburgh, Scotland
Chicago, Ill., USA

Zurich, Switzerland

Nashville, Tenn., USA
Gainsville, Fla., USA
Batavia, Il1l., USA

Utrecht, Netherlands

Freiburg, Germany
Tallahassee, Fla., USA

Schenectady, N. Y., USA
Geneva, Switzerland
Glasgow, Scotland

Cambridge, Mass., USA
Honolulu, Hawaii, USA
Heidelberg, Germany
Helsinki, Finland

Houston, Texas, USA
Palo Alto, Calif., USA
Chicago, Ill., USA
Urbana, Ill., USA
Chicago, Ill., USA

Bloomington, Ind., USA
Innsbruck, Austria

Journals Measurement Techniques
APAH Acta Phys. Acad. Hungarica ASPK Automatic spark chambers
ADVP Advances in Physics cc Cloud chamber
ANP Annals of Physics CNTR Counters
ARNS Annual Review of Nuclear Science DASP DESY double-arm spectrometer
BAPS Bulletin of the Amer. Phys. Soc. DBC Deuterium bubble chamber
CJP Canadian Journal of Physics DLCO SLAC~-SPEAR DELCO detector
JAP Journal of Applied Physics DPWA Energy-dependent PWA
JETP English Transl. of Soviet Physics JETP ELEC Electronic combination
JETPL Letters of Soviet Physics JETP EMUL Emulsions
JPA Journal of Physics A FBC Freon bubble chamber
JPG Journal of Physics G ‘FRAB ADONE BB Group detector
JPSJ Journal of the Phys. Soc. of Japan FRAG ADONE YY Group detector
LNC Letters to Nuovo Cimento FRAM ADONE MEA Gfoup detector
NC Nuovo Cimento HBC Hydrogen bubble chamber
NIM Nuclear Instruments and Methods HEBC Helium bubble chamber
NP Nuclear Physics HLBC Heavy liquid bubble chamber
PL Physics Letters HYBR Hybrid: BC + electromnics
PN - Particles and Nuclei IPWA Energy-independent PWA
PPSL Proc. of the Phys. Soc. of London MMS Missing mass spectrometer
PR Physical Review MPWA Model-dependent PWA
PRAM Pramana NEUL Neuland large-angle v spectrometer
PRL Physical Review Letters OMEG CERN OMEGA spectrometer
PRSE Proc. of the Royal Soc. of Edinburgh 0SPK Optical spark chamber
PRSL Proc. of the Royal Soc. of London PBC Propane bubble chamber
PTP Progress of Theoretical Physics PLAS Plastic detector
RMP Reviews of Modern Physics PLUT DESY PLUTO detector
RRP Revue Romaine de Physique PWA Partial-wave analysis
SJNP Soviet Journal of Nuclear Physics RVUE Review of previous data
SPU Soviet Physics - Uspekhi SFM CERN split field magnet
ZNAT Zeitschrift fur Naturforschung SMAG SPEAR magnetic detector
ZPHY Zeitschrift fur Physik SMK2 SLAC Mark II detector
SPEC Spectrometer
SPRK Spark chamber
STRC Streamer chamber
Conferences - WIRE Wire chamber
XEBC Xenon bubble chamber
Conferences are referred to by the location in which
they were held (e.g., DUBNA, BOULDER, LUND, etc.).
Institutions
AACH Technische Univ. Aachen Aachen, Germany CERN European Org. for Nuclear Research
AARH Aarhus Univ. Aarhus, Denmark CHIC Univ. of Chicago
ABO Abo. Akademi Abo, Finland CINC Univ. of Cincinnati
ADEL Adelphi Univ. Garden City, N. Y., USA CIT Calif. Inst. of Technology
AERE Atomic Energy Res. Estab. Harwell, Berks., England CNRC Canadian National Research Council Ottawa, Canada
AICH Aichi Educational Univ. Toyota, Aichi Pref., Japan COLO Univ. of Colorado
ALBA State Univ. of New York at Albany Albany, N. Y., USA COLU Columbia Univ.
ALBE Alberta Univ., NRC Edmonton, Canada CORN Cornell Univ.
AMST “Univ. of Amsterdam Amsterdam, Netherlands COoSsu Colorado State Univ.
ANKA Middle East Technical Univ. Ankara, Turkey CRAC Inst. for Nuclear Research Cracow, Poland
ANL Argonne National Lab. Argonne, Ill., USA CUNY City Univ. of New York
ARIZ Univ. of Arizona Tucson, Ariz., USA CURI Laboratoire Joliot-Curie Paris, France
ATEN Nuclear Res. Centre Demokritos Athens, Greece DARE Daresbury Nuclear Physics Lab.
ATHU Univ. of Athens Athens, Greece DART Dartmouth College
AUCK Univ. of Auckland Auckland, New Zealand DESY Deutsches Elektronen~Synchrotron Hamburg, Germany
BARC Univ. de Barcelona Barcelona, Spain DORT Univ. Dortmund
BARIL Univ. di Bari Bari, Italy DUKE Duke Univ.
BART Bartol Research Foundation Swarthmore, Pa., USA DURH Univ. of Durham Durham, England
BASL Basel Univ. Basel, Switzerland DuUuC University College Dublin, Ireland
BEDF Bedford College London, England EDIN Univ. of Edinburgh
BELG Inst. Interuniv. des Sci. Nuc. Bruxelles, Belgium EFI Enrico Fermi Inst. for Nucl. Studies
BELL Bell Labs. Murray Hill, N. J., USA EPOL Ecole Polytechnique Paris, France
BERG Univ. of Bergen Bergen, Norway ETH Swiss Federal Inst. of Technology
BERL Inst. Hochenergiephys. DAW Zeuthen/Berlin, DDR FIRZ Univ. di Firenze Firenze, Italy
BERN Univ. Bern Bern, Switzerland FISK Fisk Univ.
BGNA Univ. di Bologna Bologna, Italy FLOR Univ. of Florida
BING State Univ. of New York at Binghamton Binghamton, N. Y., USA FNAL Fermi National Accelerator Lab.
BIRM Birmingham Univ. Birmingham, England FOM Found. for Fundamental Res. on Matter
BNL Brookhaven Natiomal Lab. Upton, L.i., N. Y., USA FRAS Lab. Nazionali del C.N.E.N. Frascati, Italy
BOHR Niels Bohr Inst. Copenhagen, Denmark FREL Univ. of Freiburg
BOIS Boise State Univ. Boise, Idaho, USA FSU Florida State Univ.
BONN Univ. Bonn Bonn, Germany GENO Univ. di Genova Genova, Italy
BORD Univ. de Bordeaux Bordeaux, France GESC General Electric Res. and Dev. Center
BOST Boston Univ. Boston, Mass., USA GEVA Univ. de Geneve
BRAN Brandeis Univ. Waltham, Mass., USA GLAS Univ. of Glasgow
BRCO Univ. of British Columbia Vancouver, Canada GRAZ Univ. Graz Graz, Austria
BRIS H. H. Wills Phys. Lab., U. of Bristol Bristol, England GREN Inst. des Sci. Nuc., Univ. de Grenoble Grenoble, France
BROW Brown Univ. Providence, R. I., USA GSco Geological Survey of Canada Ottawa, Canada
BRUX Univ. Libre de Bruxelles Bruxelles, Belgium HAIF Technion - Israel Inst. of Technology Haifa, Israel
BUCH Bucharest State Univ. Bucharest, Romania HAMB Univ. Hamburg Hamburg, Germany
BUDA Central Research Inst. of Physics Budapest, Hungary HARV Harvard Univ.
BUFF State Univ. of New York at Buffalo Buffalo, N. Y., USA HAWA Univ. of Hawaii
CAEN Lab. de Phys. Corpusculaire Caen, France HEID Univ. Heidelberg
CAMB Cambridge Univ. Cambridge, England HELS Helsingin Yliopisto
CANB Australian National Univ. Canberra, Australia HIRO Hiroshima Univ. Hiroshima, Japan
CARL Carleton Univ. Ottawa, Canada HOUS Univ. of Houston
CARN Carnegie-Mellon Univ. Pittsburgh, Pa., USA IBM International Business Machines
CASE Case Western Reserve Univ. Cleveland, Ohio, USA 11T Illinois Inst. of Tech.
CATH Catholic Univ. of America Washington, D. C., USA ILL Univ. of Illinois
CAVE Cavendish Lab., Cambridge Univ. Cambridge, England ILLC Univ. of Illinois at Chicago
CCAC Community College of Allegheny County Pittsburgh, Penn., USA ILLG Inst. Laue-Langevin Grenoble, France
CDEF College de France Paris, France IND Univ. of Indiana
CEA Cambridge Electron Accel. Cambridge, Mass., USA INNS Phys. Inst., Univ. Innsbruck
CENG CEN, Grenoble Grenoble, France I0WA Univ. of Iowa
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IPN

IPNP
IPPC
" IRAD
1sU

ITEP
IUPU
JAGL
JHU

JINR
KANS
KARL
KEK

KENT
KEYN
KIAE
KIEV
KINK
KNTY

KONS
LALO
LANC
LAPP
LASL
LAUS
LBL

LCGT
LEBD
LEED
LEHIL
LEID
LENIL
LIBH
LINZ
LIVP
LLL

LOIC
LOQM
LOUC
LOWC
LPNP
LPTP
LRL

LSU

LUND

MADU
MANH
MANI

MASA
MASB
MCGI
MCHS
MELB
MHCO
MICH
MILA
MINN
MIOH
MIT

MODE
MONP
MONS
MONT
MOSU
MPEL
MPIH
MPIM
MSNA
MSsU

MTHO
MULH
MUNC

NAGO
NAPL
NASA
NDAM
NEAS
NEUC
NEVI
NIJM
NIU

NORD
NOVO
NPOL
NRL

NWES
NYU

OHIO
OREG
ORNL
ORSA
0SAK
0SKC
0SLO
0osu

OTTA

Particle Data Group: Review of particle properties

Inst. de Phys. Nucleaire

Inst. de Physique Nucleaire

Inst. for Particle Physics of Canada
Inst. du Radium

Iowa State Univ.

Inst. for Teor. and Exp. Phys.
Indiana U. - Purdue U. at Indianapolis
Jagellonian Univ.

Johns Hopkins Univ.

Joint Inst. for Nucl. Research

Univ. of Kansas

Univ. Karlsruhe

Nat. Lab for High Energy Phys., Japan
Kent Univ. at Cantebury, Kent

Open Univ.

Kurchatov Inst. of Atomic Energy
Physical-Technical Inst.

Kinki Univ.

Univ. of Kentucky

Konan Univ.

B. P. Konstantinov Inst. of Nucl. Phys.

Linear Accelerator Lab, Orsay
Lancaster Univ.

Lapp Univ.

U. C. Los Alamos Scientific Lab.
Univ. of Lausanne

U. C. Lawrence Berkeley Lab.

Lab. di Cosmo-Geofisica del CNR
Lebedev Physics Inst.

Univ. of Leeds

Lehigh Univ.

Inst. Lorentz

Inst. of Nucl. Phys., USSR Acad. Sci.
Lab. Interuniv. Belge High Eng.
Linz Inst. fur Physik, Kepler Hoch.
Liverpool Univ.

Lawrence Livermore Lab.

Imperial Col. of Sci. and Tech.
Queen Mary College

University College

Westfield College

Lab. de Phys. Nucl. et Hautes Energies

Lab. de Phys. Theor. et Hautes Energies

U. C. Lawrence Berkeley Lab.
Louisiana State Univ.

Univ. I Lund

Junta de Energia Nuclear

Univ. Autonome de Madrid
Manhattan College

Univ. of Manitoba

Univ. Mainz

Univ. of Massachusetts

Univ. of Massachusetts

McGill Univ.

Univ. Manchester

Univ. of Melbourne

Mount Holyoke College

Univ. of Michigan

Univ. di Milano

Univ. of Minnesota

Miami Univ.

Massachusetts Inst. of Technology
Ist. di Fisica dell Univ.

Univ. de Montpellier

Univ. de 1°Etat, Mouns

Univ. de Montreal

Moscow State Univ.

Moscow Phys. Eng. Inst.

Max Planck Inst. fur Phys.-Astrophys.
Max Planck Inst. fur Phys.-Astrophys.
Ist. di Fisica dell Univ.
Michigan State Univ.

Mt. Holyoke College

Centre Univ. du Haut-Rhin

Univ. of Munich

Midwestern Univ. Research Assoc.
Nagoya Univ.

Univ. di Napoli

NASA, Goddard Space Flight Center
Univ. of Notre Dame
Northeastern Univ.

Univ. de Neuchatel

Nevis Lab.

R. K. Univ. Nijmegen

Northern Illinois Univ.

Nordisk Inst. for Teor. Atomfys.
Inst. of Nucl. Phys.

Northern Polytechnic

Naval Research Laboratory
Northwestern Univ.

New York Univ.

Ohio Univ.

Univ. of Oregon

Oak Ridge National Lab.

Univ. de Paris, Fac. des Sci.
Osaka Univ.

Osaka City Univ.

Oslo Univ.

Ohio State Univ.

Univ. of Ottawa

Illustrative Key (cont’d)
Abbreviations (cont’d)

Institutions (cont’d)

Orsay, France

Paris, France
Montreal, Canada
Paris, France

Ames, Iowa, USA
Moscow, USSR
Indianapolis, Ind., USA
Cracow, Poland
Baltimore, Md., USA
Dubna, USSR

Lawrence, Kansas, USA
Karlsruhe, Germany
Tsukuba-gun, Japan
Cantebury, England
Milton Keynes, England
Moscow, USSR

Kiev, USSR

Osaka, Japan
Lexington, Ky., USA
Kobe, Japan

USSR

Orsay, France
Lancaster, England
Annecy, France

Los Alamos, N. M., USA
Lausanne, Switzerland
Berkeley, Calif., USA
Torino, Italy

Moscow, USSR

Leeds, England
Bethlehem, Pa., USA
Leiden, Netherlands
Leningrad, USSR
Bruxelles, Belgium
Linz, Austria
Liverpool, England
Livermore, Calif., USA
London, England
London, England
London, England
London, England

Paris, France

Paris, France
Berkeley, Calif., USA
Baton Rouge, La., USA
Lund, Sweden

Madrid, Spain

Madrid, Spain

New York, N. Y., USA
Winnipeg, Canada
Mainz, Germany
Amherst, Mass., USA
Boston, Mass., USA
Montreal, Canada
Manchester, England
Parkville, Australia
South Hadley, Mass., USA
Ann Arbor, Mich., USA
Milano, Italy
Minneapolis, Minn., USA
Oxford, Ohio, USA
Cambridge, Mass., USA
Modena, Italy
Montpellier, France
Mons, Belgium
Montreal, Canada
Moscow, USSR

Moscow, USSR
Heidelberg, Germany
Munich, Germany
Messina, Italy

East Lansing, Mich., USA
South Hadley, Mass., USA
Mulhouse, France
Munich, Germany
Stroughton, Wisc., USA
Nagoya, Japan

Napoli, Italy
Greenbelt, Md., USA
Notre Dame, Ind., USA
Boston, Mass., USA
Neuchatel, Switzerland

Irvington-on-Hudson, N. Y., USA

Nijmegen, Netherlaunds
De Kalb, Ill., USA
Copenhagen, Denmark
Novosibirsk, USSR
London, England
Washington, D.c., USA
Evanston, Ill., USA
New York, N. Y.; USA
Athens, Ohio, USA
Eugene, Ore., USA
Oak Ridge, Tenn., USA
Orsay, France

Osaka, Japan

Osaka, Japan

0slo, Norway
Columbus, Ohio, USA
Ottawa, Canada
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OXF

PADO
PATR
PAVI

PISA

PRIN

SMAS
SOFL
STAN
STEV
STLO
STOH
STON
STRB
SURR
sUsSs
SYRA

TATA
TELA
TEMP
TENN
TEXA
TMSK
TNTO
TOHO
TOKY
TORL
TRIU
TRST
TUFT
TWAS
UBEL
UCB

ucop

ucr

UCLA
UCND
UCR

UCSB
ucsc
UCsD

UNCS
UNH

UPNJ
UPPS
UTAH
UTRE
VAND
VICT
VIEN
VIRG
VPL

WARS
WASH
WIEN
WILL
Wisc
WOOoD
WUPG
WUPP
WUSL
WYOM
YALE
YOKO
ZEEM
2ZURL

Oxford Univ.

Univ. di Padova

Univ. of Patras

Univ. di Pavia

Univ. of Pennsylvania

Univ. di Pisa

Univ. of Pittsburgh
Princeton-Penn. Proton Accel.
Inst. of Physics, CSAV
Princeton Univ.

Physical Science Lab.

Purdue Univ.

Weizmann Inst. of Sci.
Rutherford High Energy Lab.
Willjam Marsh Rice Univ.
Research Estab. Riso
Rutherford Lab. (formerly RHEL)
Royal Military College of Science
Univ. of Rochester

Rockefeller Univ.

Univ. di Roma

Rose Polytechnic Inst.

~Rutgers Univ.

Cntr. d”Etudes Nucl. Saclay
Saga Univ.

Ist. Superiore di Sanita

San Bernardino State College
Seattle Pacific College
Research Center Seibersdorf
Inst. of High Energy Physics
Seton Hall Univ.

Univ. of South Florida

Univ. of Sheffield

Univ. of Southampton

Inst. of Nucl. Phys., USSR Acad. Sci.
Gesamthochschule Siegen

Swiss Inst. of Nuclear Research
Stanford Linear Accel. Center
Southeastern Massachusetts Univ.
Bulgarian Acad. of Sci.
Stanford Univ.

Stevens Inst. of Tech.

St. Louis Univ.

Stockholm Univ.

State Univ. of New York at Stonybrook
Centre des Res. Nucleaires
Univ. of Surrey

Univ. of Sussex

Syracuse Univ.

Texas A and M Univ.

Tata Inst. of Fundamental Research
Univ. of Tel-Aviv

Temple Univ.

Univ. of Tennessee

Univ. of Texas

Nucl. Phys. Inst., Tomsk Polytech Inst.

Univ. of Toronto

Tohoku Univ.

Univ. of Tokyo

Univ. di Torino

TRIUMF, Univ. of British Columbia
Univ. di Trieste

Tufts Univ.

Waseda Univ.

Univ. of Belgrade

Univ. of Calif. at Berkeley
Univ. of Calif. at Davis
Univ. of Calif. at Irvine
Univ. of Calif. at Los Angeles
Union Carbide Nuclear Division
Univ. of Calif. at Riverside
Univ. of Calif. at Santa Barbara
Univ. of Calif. at Santa Cruz
Univ. of Calif. at San Diego
Univ. of Maryland

Union College

Univ. of New Hampshire

Upsala College

Gustaf Werner Inst.

Univ. of Utah

Univ. of Utrecht

Vanderbilt Univ.

Univ. of Victoria

Inst. for High Energy Physics, A. A.
Univ. of Virginia

Virginia Polytechnic Inst.
Univ. of Warsaw

Univ. of Washington

Univ. Wien

College of William and Mary
Univ. of Wisconsin

Woodstock College
Gesamthochschule Wuppertal
Univ. Wuppertal

Washington Univ.

Univ. of Wyoming

Yale Univ.

Yokohama Univ.

Zeeman Lab., Univ. of Amsterdam
Univ. Zurich

Oxford, England
Padova, Italy

Patras, Greece

Pavia, Italy
Philadelphia, Pa., USA
Pisa, Italy
Pittsburgh, Pa., USA
Princeton, N. J., USA
Prague, Czechoslovakia
Princeton, N. J., USA
Las Cruces, N. M., USA
Lafayette, Ind., USA
Rehovoth, Israel

Chilton, Did., Berks., England

Houston, Texas, USA
Roskilde, Denmark

Chilton, Did., Berks., England

Shrivenham, England -
Rochester, N. Y., USA
New York, N. Y., USA
Roma, Italy

Terre Haute, Ind., USA
New Brunswick, N. J., USA
Gif-sur-Yvette, France
Saga, Japan

Roma, Italy

San Bernardino, Calif., USA
Seattle, Wash., USA
Vienna, Austria

Serpukov, USSR

South Orange, N. J., USA
Tampa, Fla., USA
Sheffield, England
Southampton, England
Siberia, USSR

Huttental, Germany
Villigen, Switzerland
Stanford, Calif., USA
North Dartmouth, Mass., USA
Sofia, Bulgaria
Stanford, Calif., USA
Hoboken, N. J,, USA

St. Louis, Mo., USA
Stockholm, Sweden
Stonybrook, L.i., N. Y., USA
Strasbourg, France
Surrey, England

Falmer, Brighton, England
Syracuse, N. Y., USA
College Station, Texas, USA
Bombay, India

Tel-Aviv, Israel
Philadelphia, Pa., USA
Knoxville, Tenn., USA
Austin, Texas, USA
Tomsk, USSR

Toronto, Canada

Sendai, Japan

Tokyo, Japan

Torino, Italy

Vancouver, Canada
Trieste, Italy

Medford, Mass., USA
Tokyo, Japan

Belgrade, Yugoslavia
Berkeley, Calif., USA
Davis, Calif., USA
Irvine, Calif., USA

Los Angeles, Calif., USA
Oak Ridge, Tenn., USA
Riverside, Calif., USA
Santa Barbara, Calif., USA
Santa Cruz, Calif., USA
La Jolla, Calif., USA
College Park, Md., USA
Schenectady, N. Y., USA
Durham,  N. H., USA .
East Orange, N. J., USA
Uppsala, Sweden

Salt Lake City, Utah, USA
Utrecht, Netherlands
Nashville, Tenn., USA
Victoria, Canada

Vienna, Austria
Charlottesville, Va., USA
Blacksburg, Va., USA
Warsaw, Poland

Seattle, Wash., USA
Wien, Austria
Williamsburg, Va., USA
Madison, Wisc., USA
Woodstock, Md., USA
Wuppertal, Germany
Wuppertal, Germany

St. Louis, Mo., USA
Laramie, Wyoming, USA
New Haven, Conn., USA
Yokohama, Japan
Amsterdam, Netherlands
Zurich, Switzerland
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Data Card Listings

For notation, see key at front of Listings.

BHRH K H R RHK

gk

FARERIE AR BREARAAORR AR R AR K

0 GAMMA(O0,J=1)

O GAMMA MASS (IN UNITS OF 10%%-21 MEV)

3 (6.)  OR LESS

6. OR LESS

2.3 OR LESS

F (0.06) OR LESS

10.. OR LESS
(4.E-Y3)MEV OR LESS

0.73 OR LESS

ZTTETTIXTTXTX

0.6 OR LESS CL=.997
INVALID MEASUREMENT.

n

PATEL 65
GINTSBURG 64
GOLDHABER 68
FRANKEN 71
WILLIAMS 71 CNTR
LOWENTHAL 73
HOLLWEG T4
DAVIS 75

SATELLITE DATA
SATELLITE DATA
SATELLITE DATA

10/69
«10/69
10/69
LOW FREQ RES CIR 3/72
TESTS GAUSS LAW 3/71
GENL RELATIVITY 8/77
ALFVEN WAVES /74
JUPITER MAGFIELD 1/78

SEE CRITICISM IN KROLL 71 AND GOLODHABER T1. 3/78

Aok

HAARANA RN RAKRRRRIE HAARAAAE

REFERENCES FOR GAMMA

GINTSBUR 64 SOV. ASTR.AJ?7 536 M. A. GINTSBURG

PATEL 65 PL 14 105 V. L. PATEL

GOLOHABE 68 PRL 21 567 A. GOLDHABER,M. NIETO
FRANKEN 71 PRL 26 115 P A FRANKEN, G W AMPULSKI
WILLIAMS 71 PRL 26 721 +FALLER,HILL

(ACAD SCI,USSR)
(DURHAM)

(STONY BROOK)
(MICH)
(WESLEYAN)

LOWENTHA 73 PR D8 2349
HOLLWEG 74 PRL 32 961
DAVIS 75 PRL 35 1402

D.D. LOWENTHAL (ucn)
J V HOLLWEG (NATL CENTER FOR ATMOS RESRCH)
+GOLDHABERyNIETO (CIT+STON+LASL)

PAPERS NOT REFERRED TO IN DATA CARDS
GOLDOHABE 71 RMP 43 277 A S GOLDHABER, M M NIETO

KROLL 71 PRL 26 1395 N M KROLL
BYRNE T7 AST.SP.SC1.46 115 J.C.BYRNE

(STON+BOHR+UCSB)
(SLAC)
(Lorcy

ERREEE
Aok ok

Note on Neutrino Mass Limits

(by R. Shrock, State Univ. of New York, Stonybrook)

In the conventional case where all neutrinos
are assumed to be massless and hence degenerate,
it is possible to define the neutrino weak-gauge-

and v, (i.e., the states

T
which couple with unit strength to e, Y, and T,

group eigenstates Var vu,

respectively) to be simultaneously mass eigenstates.

However, in the general case of massive (nondegen-

erate) neutrinos, the gauge-group eigenstates have
no well-defined masses, but instead are linear
combinations of mass eigenstates, which may be

labeled Vv and v,.

17 Var 3
U(1l) electroweak theory,

In the standard SU(2)L g

the mixing of the left-
handed components of the mass eigenstates to form
gauge-group eigenstates is specified2 by a 3® 3

unitary matrix U:

ve . Vl
vy = Ul v, .
Yt V3

L

(The right-handed components vi are singlets.)

R
The lepton mixing matrix U depends on four real
parameters, of which three are CP-conserving

rotation angles, and the remaining one is a CP-
violating phase; It is easy to generalize these
remarks to the case of n> 3 neutrino species. One

should note, however, that there are indications

from astrophysics3 that n may not be larger than 3.
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Thus, in the general case of n neutrino

3 3

species, decays such as "H + "He+e +Ge and

S u+-+vu, which have been used to set the best

. ; 4
upper bounds on the respective neutrino masses, !

really consist of incoherent sums of the separate
+
3 3 and TT+->u +\)j,

decay modes “H > “He +e +V,

where the vi’“j are mass eigenstates, and

i=1,...,k<n, 3j=1,...,k'Sn, with v, and Vv

X'
being the heaviest such states allowed by phase

space in these two respective decays.

strength for the ith

The coupling

mode is given for the two
decays by the factors lUli|2 = [Uei|2 and

2 _ 2
log;1© = Tul”e

kinematic factors depending on m(vi) which enter in

There are, in addition, certain

determining the branching ratio for the ith decay
mode. Since the off-diagonal elements of the lepton
mixing matrix U are constrained to be rather small,
the dominant decays are the ones with coupling

3H > 3He +e+\)l

strength |Uij|2’ where i=j, i.e.,
and Tt > u+-kv2.

It follows that: -(l) the 0l1d neutrino mass
limits guoted in the literature for "m(ve)",
"m(vu)", and "m(V;)" are meaningful only as limits
on m(vi), i=1, 2, and 3, respectively; (2) a neutrino
mass limit cannot be given in isolation — it always
contains some implicit dependence on the relevant
lepton mixing angles. Fortunately, however, this
dependence is relatively unimportant for the
i.e., ev

dominantly coupled decay modes, uvz, and

’
TV, since IUijiZ is close to unity for i=j. Since
these decay modes were the ones responsible for the
mass limits given previously, the latter can be
reinterpreted without significant change or compli-
cation as proper limits on m(vl), i=1,2, and 3.
This has been done in the Table.
Further neutrino mass limits arising from

subdominantly coupled decay modes and other
which

phenomena, such as neutrino oscillations,

involve Uij

unknown lepton mixing angles,

with i#Jj, are dependent upon the
and hence we shall

not consider them in the present edition.

References

1. S. Weinberg, Phys. Rev. Lett. 19, 1264 (1967);

A. Salam, in Elementary Particle Theory:

Relativistic Groups and Analyticity, edited by

N. Svartholm (Algvist & Wiksell, Stockholm,

14



S64 Particle Data Group: Review of particle properties

Stable Particles : Data Card Listings

. . . .
V, Ve € Uy For notation, see key at front of Listings.
1968), p.367. See also S. Glashow, Nucl. Phys. 3 ELECTRON MAGNETIC MOMENT(E/2ME)
. MM SEE RICH T2 FOR A REVIEW OF THEORY AND EXPERIMENTS. 3/74
22, 579 (1961); S. Glashow, J. Iliopoulos, and MM (1.0011609)  +=(24)*10%%~7 SCHUPP 61 CNTR
— MM (1.001159622) +~(27) %1 O%%-9 WILKINSON 63 CNTR - 8/66
A . MM (1.001168) +-(22)%10%%-6 RICH 66 CNTR + POSITRON 8/66
L. Maiani, Phys. Rev. D2, 1285 (1970); and, MM R (1.001155557) +-(30)*10%#~9 RICH 68 CNTR - 6768
MM (1.0011596389)+~(31)%10%#-10TAYLOR 69 RVUE .2/
= i MM (1.001159644) +=(7)% 10%%-9 WESLEY 70 CNTR 6/70
for the n=3 case, M. Kobayashi and T. Maskawa, i (1.0011596577) +~(35) %1 0x*~10WESLEY 71 CNTR - 2772
MM (1.0011603)  +-(12)*10%%-7 GILLELAND 72 CNTR + 2/72
Prog. Theor. Phys. 49, 652 (1973). MM (1.0011556567)+~(35) *1 0%%-10COHEN 73 RVUE 3/74
— MM (1.001159667) +~(24)*10%%-9 WALLS 73 CNTR - BOLOMETRIC TECHN 11/77
MM 1.00115965241+~ (201 ¥10¥*~11VANDYCK 77 CNTR SINGLE ELECTRON 12777
2. See, e.g., B. W. Lee and R. E. Shrock, Phys. MM R RICH 68 IS REEVALUATION OF WILKINSON 63.
DMM (E+ ANOMALOUS MAG MOM)- (E- ANOMALOUS WAG MOM)/AVG UNITS 10%%-5
Rev. D16, 1444 (1977). oMM OR LESS CL=.95 SEREDNYAK 77 CNTR 6/77
3. J. Yang et al., Astrophys. J. 227, 697 (1979); ——
) . 3 ELECTRON ELECTRIC DIPOLE MCMENT (UNITS 10#%-23 E-CM)
see also footnote 4 in G. Steigman et al.,
TEST OF P OR T VIOLATICN IN THE EM INTERACTION
Phys. Rev. Lett. 43, 239 (1979). oM (0.3) OR LESS CL=.90 WEISSKOPF 68 MRS 12/79%
EDM 8.1 11.6 VASILEV 78 12/79%
4. K. Berkvist, Nucl. Phys. B39, 317 (1972). eninn
5. M. Daum et al., Phys. Rev. D20, 2692 (1979).
—" REFERENCES FOR EL ECTRON
SCHUPP 61 PR 121 1 A A SCHUPP,R W PIDD,H R CRANE (MICH)
WILKINSO 63 PR 130 852 D T WILKINSONsH R CRANE (MICH)
COHEN 65 RMP 37 537 COHEN,DUMOND  (N.A.AVIATION SCI.CENTER+CIT)
1 E-NEUTRINO(0yJ=1/2) MOE 65 PR 140 8 992 M K MOE, F REINES (CASE INST TECHNOLOGY)
- - - - RICH 66 PRL 17 271 A RICH, H R CRANE (MICH)
RICH 68 PRL 20 967 A RICH (MICH)
L E-NEUTRINO MASS (KEV) WEISSKOP 68 PRL 21 1645 NEXSSKDPF:CARRICU.GDULD,LU’NQRTH* (BRAN)
L P 4 PAR NGENBER (PRIN+UCT+PENN
M (0.25) OR LESS LANGER 52 CNTR ANTI-NEUT.(TRITIUM) TAYLOR 69 RMP 41 375 *PARKER,LA ERG vel !
M (0.50) OR LESS HAMILTON 53 CNTR ANTI-NEUT. (TRITIUM).11/73 WESLEY 70 PRL 24 1320 J,C WESLEY,A.RICH (MICH)
M (0.55)  (0.28) FRIEOMAN 58 CNTR ANTI-NEUT.(TRITIUM) WESLEY 71 PR A4 1341 J7C WESLEY.A RICH (MICH)
M 4.1 OR LESS BECK 68 CNTR NEUTRINO(SODIUM 22) 11/73 GILLELAN 72 PR A5 38 J GILLELAND, A RICH (MICH)
M0 0.5  OR LESS DARIS 69 CNTR ANTI-NEUT.(TRITIUM) 11/73 RICH 72 RMP 44 250 A RICH»J C WESLEY (MICH)
M 0.32 OR LESS SALGC 69 CNTR ANTI-NEUT.(TRITIUM) 11/73
" 0.06 OR LESS BERGKVIS 72 CNT ANTI-NEUT.(TRITIUM) 11/73 COHEN 73 J.PHYS.CHEM.REF.DATA 2, P.663, E.R.COHEN,B.N.TAYLOR
M (0.008)OR LESS COWSIK 72 THEOR.LIM.FROM COSMOLDGY 3/74 WALLS 73 PRL 31 975 FoL.WALLS, ToS.STEIN (WASH)
" 0.086 OR LESS CL=.90 72 CNTR ANTI-NEUT.(TRITIUM) 11/73 STEINBER 75 PR Dl2 2582 STEINBERG,KHIATKGHSKI,MAENHnUT,HALL (UMD )
M oD DARIS 65 VALUE -O075KEV (Cimo67) DlSAGREES WITH FIG.6. WE USE FIG.6. 11773 SEREDNYA 77 PL 668 102 SEREDNYAKOV,STDOROV S KR INSKY+ (NOVO)
VANDYCK 77 PRL 38 310 +SCHWINBERG, DEHMEL T (WASH)
Mo 450. OR LESS CL=.90  CLARK 74 ASPK KE3 DECAY 11/75 ’ 21 ERGr
Mo LOWEST LIMIT FROM STRANGENESS CHANGING DECAY . 11/75 VASILEV 78 JETP 47 243 +KOL YCHE VA (JINR)
e KGVALCHU 79 JETPL 29 145 KOVALCHUK+ (NUCLEAR RESEARCH INST-USSR)
et ek ol o ook e okokok
1 (E-NEUTRINO) ~ (E-ANTINEUTRINO) MASS DIFF. (KEV) P
oM 450. OR LESS CL=.90 CLARK 74 ASPK KE3 DECAY 11/75
______ _ I I _ 2 MU-NEUTRINO(0,J=1/2)
L E-NEUTRINO MEAN LIFE/MASS (UNITS SEC/EV)
MU-NEJTRINO MASS (MEV)
T R 3. E 2 OR MORE REINES 74 CNTR  ANTI-NEUTRINO 3/78 2 m $s
T STABLE FALK 78 ASTROPHYS ICS 12/79% M 3.5 OR LE BARKAS 56 EMUL
T R REINES 74 LOOKED FOR E-ANTINEUTRING OF NON-ZERO MASS DECAYING TO 3/78 M 20 on el DUDZIAK 59 CNTR
T R A NEUTRAL OF LESSER MASS + GAMMA. USED LIQUID SCINT. DETECTOR NEAR 3/78 M 3.6 OR LESS FEINBERG 63 RVUE 1766
T R FISSION REACTOR. FINDS LAB LIFETIME 6.E7 SEC OR MORE. ABOVE VALUE 3/78 M 3.0 OR LESS ALLCOCK 65 RVUE 1766
T R OF MEAN LIFE/MASS ASSUMES AVG. EFFECTIVE NEUTRIND ENERGY OF 0.2MEV. 3/78 M 205 DR LESS BARDON 65 ASPK
. M 2.8 OR LESS SHAFER 65 CNTR 5/71
ek sfesk ek * Skt ok ojokokaokolokok  allokdokok oK M 1.6 OR LESS BOOTH 67 CNTR 3/68
M 2.2 OR LESS HYMAN 67 HEBC 0. K- HE 11/67
) ' MoB M (1.2) OR LESS BACKENSTO 71 CNTR M¥%2=-1,28+-1,24 10/71
REFERENCES FOR E-NEUTRINO M-S 1.15 OR LESS SHRUM 71 CNTR Mak2=—1.55+-1.14 12/71
" (8 EV) OR LESS COWSIK 72 THEOR.LIM.FROM COSMOLOGY 3/74
LANGER 52 PR 88 689 L M LANGER,R J D MOFFAT (INDIANA) M oB M 1.15 OR LESS BACKENSTO 75 CNTR  M*%22-0.294-0.90 1773
HAMILTON 53 PR 92 1521 D HAMILTON,W P ALFORD,L GROSS  (PRINCETON) M 0.65 OR LESS CLARK 74 ASPK  KMJ3 DECAY 1774
FRIEOMAN 58 PR 109 2214 LENIS FRIEDMAN,LINCOLN G SMITH (BNL) 5 DM (1.0 08 LESS DAUM 76 SPEC  Mam2= 0.234-0.54 1776
BECK 68 ZPHY 216 229 E BECKyH DANIEL (MPIH) M o 0,57 DAUM 78 SPEC  Mwkze 0.134-0.14 3778
DARIS 69 NP A138 545 R DARIS,C ST~PIERRE (LAVAL-QUEBEC) MM WE cALCUL”E bR Liair o0 CL=.90 FROM M2, 1776
SALGO 69 NP A138 417 R C SALGO,H H STAUB (ZURICH) M B BACKENSTOSS 73 REPLACES BACKENSTOSS 71 AND USES THEIR NEW PI- MASS. 1/73
MoS SHRUM 71 USES SHAFER 67 PI~ MASS VALUE AND CRANE 71 MU MASS VALUE. 1/73
ok ;5 PRL 39 069 EAEEQE';;KJB;‘EGEXIEEIAND (onty STDCKT‘E'&:’ M D DAUM 78 REPLACES DAUM 76. EVALUATED USING M(PI)=139.5675¢0.0013 3/78
’ =105, ~0. 0! . « FROSCH, PRI E COMM. 7
RODE 72 LNC 5 139 8 RODE,H DANIEL (MUNTCHEMPIH) M D AND MINUI=105.65948:-0.00035. R. FROSCH, VATE €O 378
CLARK 74 PR D9 533 +EL IOFFy FRISCH, JOHNSON, KERTH, SHEN+ ceeLy
REINES 74 PRL 32 180 +SOBEL » GURR ucrI)
ALSC 78  PRIVATE COMM. V. BARNES (PURD) 2 (MU-NEUTRINO) - (MU-ANTINEUTRIND) MASS DIFF. (MEV)
FALK T8 PL 798 511 S FALK, D. SCHRAMM (EFL) oM 0.45 OR LESS CL=.90 CLARK 74 ASPK KMU3 DECAY 11775
et HERRRROPRE KRRRRRR ook |
etk ok ok R okl Aotk dololokokok ok kol kokok
2 MU-NEUTRINO MEAN LIFE/MASS (UNITS SEC/EV)
3 ELECTRON(0.5,4=1/2) T B 0 3. E-3 OR MORE BELLOTTI 76 HLBC NEU, CERN GARGAMELL 1/78
T 8 1 1.3E-2 OR MORE BELLOTTI 76 HLBC ANTINEU, CERN GARG  1/78
- T B 0 2.26-3 OR MORE BARNES 77 DBC NEU, ANL 12FT. 1/78
- Toc (1. E17) OR MORE COWSIK 77 RVUE ASTROPHYSICS 12777
3 ELECTRON MASS (MEV) T B 0 2.6E-2 OR MORE CL=.90 BLIETSCHA 78 HLBC NEU,ANEU CERN,GARGA 1/79%
. T STABLE FALK 78 ASTROPHYSICS 12/79%
" (.511006)(.00002) COHEN 65 RVUE T B THESE EXPERIMENTS LOOK FOR NEU(MU) --> NEU(E) GAMMA. 1718
M (+5110041(.0000016) TAYLOR 69 RVUE USING NEW E/H /70 T C COWSIK 77 REFERS TO RADIATIVE DECAY OF EITHER NEUE OR NEUMU. 12777
M .5110034 .0000014 COHEN 73 RVUE 3/74
2 MU-NEUTRINO VELGCITY-C: ABS((V-C)/C) (UNITS 10%%—4)
3 ELECTRON MEAN LIFE (UNITS 10%*21 YR) EXPECTED TO BE ZERO FOR MASSLESS NEUTRINO
T 2.0 OR MORE HMOE 65 CNTR 6766 v 77 2.0 OR LESS C ALSPECTOR 76 SPEC >S0GEV NEU, K DECAY 1/78
TS 5.3 OR MORE STEINBERG 75 CNTR 2716 v 26 4.0 OR LESS CL ALSPECTOR 76 SPEC <50GEV NEU, PI OCAY 1/78
T (350.)  OR MORE CL=.68  KOVALCHUK 79 CNTR  E-— —->NEU GAMMA  1/80% v 9800 0.4 OR LESS CL KALBFLEIS 79 SPEC 12/79%
TS STEINBERG 75 SENSITIVE TO ALL DECAY MODES IN WHICH DECAY PARTICLES  2/76
TS ESCAPE FROM DETECTGR WITHIUT DEPOSITING ENERGY. TEST OF CHARGE 2/76 P [
TS CONSERVATIGN. 2/76
TS Smommmees oo oo REFERENCES FOR MU-NEUTR INO
BARKAS 56 PR 101 778 W H BARKAS,K BIRNBAUM,F M SMITH (LRL)
DUDZIAK 59 PR 114 336 W F DUDZIAK,R SAGANE,J VEDDER (LRL)
FEINBERG 63 ARNS 13 431 G FEINBERG, L M LEDERMAN (COLUMBIA)
ALLCOCK 65 PPSL 85 875 G R ALLCGC (LIVERPCOL)
BARDON 65 PRL 14 449 BARDUN.NDRTDN'PEDPLES +  (COLU+STONY BROOK)

Rev. Mod. Phys., Vol. 52, No. 2, Part |i, April 1980



Particle Data Group: Review of particle properties S65

Data Card Listings

For notation, see key at front of Listings.
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Vi, 14
SHAFER 65 PRL 14 923 R E_SHAFER ,CROWE , JENKINS (LRL) MMR F (3.183326)(.000013) FAVART 71 CNTR HES SPLITTING 2/72
BOOTH 67 PL 26B 39 BOOTH, JOHNSCN, WILLIAMS , WORMALD (L IVERPOOL ) MMR  H (3.1833467(.0000082) CROWE 72 CNTR + PRECESSION PHASE 2/72
HYMAN 67 PL 258 376 +LOKEN s PEWI TT, MCKENZ TE+ (ANL+CARN+NWES ) MMR R THE RESULTS THROUGH 1972 ARE INCLUDED IN COHEN.73. 3/74
BACKENST 71 PL 368 403 BACKENSTOSS, DANIEL,KOCH+  (CERN,KARLyHEID) MMR R 3.1833402 .0000072 RVUE 3/74
SHRUM 71 PL 378 114 E V SHRUMsK O H 210CK (UNIV OF VIRGINIA) MMR 3.1833299 .0000025 CASPERSUN 75 CNTR 2776
COWSIK 72 PRL 29 669 R COWSIK,J MC CLELLAND (ucB) MMR 3.1833403 .0000044 CASPERSON 77 CNTR + HFS SPLITTING 12/77
BACKENST 73 PL 438 539 BACKENSTOSSy DANIEL,KGCH+ (CERN+KARL+MUNICH) MMR 3.1833448 ,0000029 CAMANI 78 CNTR + PRECESSICN STROB 7/79%
- MMR C  CRANE 71 SUPERSEDES THOMPSON 69. THIS IS NOT A DIRECT MEASUREMENT. 1/73
CLARK 74 PR D9 533 +EL IOFF  FR ISCHy JOHNSON, KERTHs SHEN +  (LBL) MMR H  CROWE 72 SUPERSEDES HAGUE 70.
ALSPECTO 76 PRL 36 837 ALSPECTOR + (BNL+PURD+C IT+FNAL+ROCK) MMR F  FAVART 71 ASSUMES A ZERD _VALUE FOR THE PROTON POLARIZABILITY. 1/73
BELLOTTI 76 LNC 17 553 +CAVALLI,FIORINI,ROLLIER (MILA) MMR O DEVOE 71 SUPERCEDES EHRLICH 69. THIS IS NOT A DIRECT MEASUREMENT. 1/73
DAUM 76 PL 608 380 +DUBAL 4 EATCNs FROSCH, MCCULLOCH+ (SIN+ETH) MMR D WE GIVE A NEW VALUE WHICH CONTAINS A THEORETICAL CORRECTION OF 1/73
MMR D =—7.8+-2.3 PPM, AS DISCUSSED IN FODTNOTE 35A OF CROWE 72. 1773
BARNES 77 PRL 38 1049 +CARMONY  DAUWE, FERNANDEZ + (PURD+ANL) MMR e e e e e e e
COWSIK 77 PRL 39 784 R. COWSIK (MPIM+TATA) MMR AVG 3.18333710. 0000039 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 2.3)
ALSO 79 PR D19 2219 R. COWSIK (TATA) MMR STUDENT3.18333820. 0000032 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT
ALSD 79 PR D19 2215 GOLDMAN, STEPHENSON (LASL) (SEE IDEOGRAM BELOW )
BLIETSCH 78 NP B133 205 AACH+L1BH+CERN+EPOL+MIL A+OR SA+LOUC WEIGHTED AVERAGE = 3.1833371 * 0.0000039
DAUM 78 PL 748 126 +EATONsFROSCHHIRS CHMANNy MCCULLOCH+ (SIN) ERROR SCALED BY 2.3
FALK 78 PL 798 S11 S. FALK, D. SCHRAMM (EFI)
KALBFLET 79 PRL 43 1361 KALBFLEISCHBAGGETT, FOWLER+ (FNAL+PURD+BELL)
Free—
otorsnk
4 MUON(106,4=1/2)
4 MUON MASS (MEV)
M (105.659)  (0.002) FEINBERG 63 RVUE
M (105.6599) (0.0014) TAYLOR 69 RVUE USING NEW E/H 7/70
" c (105.6597) (0.0005) CRANE 71 CNTR INCLUDED IN COHENT3 1/73
M 0 (105.6594) (0.0004) CROWE 72 CNTR INCLUDED IN CCHEN73 2/72
] 105.65948 0.00035 COHEN 3 RVUE 3/74
M A 05.65545 0.00033 CASPERSON 77 CNTR + 12/77 CHISQ
M C CRANE 71 GIVES MU/ME=206.76878(85). WE USE ME=.5110041(16)MEV. 1773 -CAMANI 78 CNTR 7.1
M D CROWE 72 GIVES MU/ME=206.7682(5) AND USES ME=.5110041(16)MEV. 1/73
M A CASPERSON T7 GIVES MU/ME=206.76850(29).WE USE ME=.5110034(141MEV.  12/77 Tt "CASPERSON 77 CNTR 0.5
" 5946 0.00024 AV CLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0) (CASPERSON 75 CNTR 8.2
M 65946 0. ERAGE (EKROR INCLUDE LE FACT! o
. .
M SYUDENTION co940  9.00056 AVERAGE USING STUDENTIO(R/I-T11) — SEE MAIN TEXT — COHEN 73 RUVE _0.2
M FIT 105.65946 0.00024 FROM FIT (ERRGR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0) 2/80% 16.1
_____ - 3.1B33 3.1833 3.1833 3.1833 3.1834 3.1834 (EgNI[SS;_)J
4 MUON MEAN LIFE (UNITS 10%%-6) MUON TO PROTON MAGNETIC MOMENT RATIO
T 2.198 0.001 0.001 FARLEY 62 CNTR
T 2.203 0.004 LUNDY 62 CNTR CONLEV=,98 11767 4 MUON PARTIAL DECAY MODES
T 2.202 0.003 0.003 ECKHAUSE 63 CNTR
T 2.197 0.005 0.002 MEYER 63 CNTR + DECAY MASSES
T 2.19 0.002 0.002 MEYER 63 CNTR - 1766 P1 MUON INTO E ANTI(E-NEU) (MU-NEU} .5+ 0+ O
T oW (2.200261(0.00081) WILLIAMS 72 CNTR + 2/76 P2 MUON INTO E 2GAMMA L5 0+ 0
T 2.1973  0.0003 DUCLOS 73 CNTR + 1/76 P3 MUON INTO 3ELECTRONS 5t .5+ .5
T 2.19711  0.00008 BALANDIN 74 CNTR + 1776 P4 MUCN INTO E GAMMA s o
T 2.1948  0.0010 BAILEY2 77 CNTR - STORAGE RINGS 2/79% Ps MUON INTO E (E-NEU) ANTI(MU-NEU} s+ 0+ 0
T 2.1966  0.0020 BAILEY2 77 CNTR + STORAGE RINGS 2/79% Po MUON INTO E ANTI(E-NEU) (MU-NEU) GAMMA . s+ o0+ 0+ O
T W  WILLIAMS 72 MEAN LIFE MEASUREMENT WAS NOT THE PRIMARY PURPOSE OF 1/76
T W THEIR EXPERIMENT AND DISAGREES STRONGLY WITH LATER EXPTS. NOT AVGD. 1/76 —
T AVG 2.197120 0.000C77 0.000077 AVERAGE (ERROR INCL. SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0) 4 MUCN BRANCHING RATIOS
T  STUDENT 2.197123 0.000083 0.000083 AVG BY STUDENT10(H/1.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT
RL MUON mm e+zsmm CIN uan OF 10%%-5) (P2)7(P1)
e R1 1.6 90  FRANKEL1 63 ospx +
Rl P OR LESS m_ .90  POUTISSOU T4 CNTR + 12/75
4 MU+/MU- MEAN LIFE RATIO R1 P POUTI ssou 74 LIMIT APPLIES TO SUM OF ALL NEUTR[NDLESS MU+ DECAYS. 1/76
0T 1.000 0.001 MEYER 63 CNTR MEAN LIFE MU+/MU-  7/66 R2 MUCN INTO 3E “N uan OF 10%%=7) (P3)/(P1)
ot 1.0008  0.0010 BAILEY 79 CNTR STORAGE RING T/79% R2 F 90 PARKER 62 CNTR
ot e o e e v o R2 F ALIKHANOV 62 OSPK
DT AVG 1.00040 0.00071 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0) R2 F FRANKEL2 63 CNTR
DT STUDENT -1.00040 0.00077 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT R2 F BABAEV 63 05PK -
R2 K 0.062 OR LESS cn_=.90 KORENCHZ 71 OSPK 2/72
- R2 K 0.019 OR LESS KORENCHEN 76 SPEC + 6/77
R2 F FOUR ABOVE EXPERIMENTS EVALUATED UPPER LIMITS ASSUMING A SECOND
4 MUON ANOMALOUS MAGN. MOMENT (10%*-6*E/(2¥MU MASS)) R2 F ORDER V-A NEJTRINO LOOP DIAGRAM. LIMITS NOT SIGNIFICANTLY CHANGED
R2 F BY ASSUMING A CONSTANT MATRIX ELEMENT.
MM SEE RICH 72 AND COMBLEY 74 FOR A REVIEW OF THEORY AND EXPERIMENTS. R2 K THESE EXPERIMENTS ASSUME A CONSTANT MATRIX ELEMENT. 10777
MM (1162.0) 5.0) CHARPAK ~ 62 CNTR +
MM B (1165.75) 10 111 BAILEY 68 CNTR + STOR. RINGS 5/69 R3 MUCN INTO E+GAMMA (IN UNITS OF 10%%-8) (P4) /(P1)
MM B (1166.25)  (0.24) BAILEY 68 CNTR - STOR. RINGS 5/69 R3 4.3 OR LESS C FRANKEL1 63 0SPK
MM ERRORS STATZSTICAL. VALUES CGMBINED TO GIVE MU+- VALUE BELGH 5/69 R3 2.2 DR LESS PARKER 64 DSPK
MM 1166416 0.31 BAILEY 68 CNTR +- STOR. RINGS 5/69 R3 2.9 OR LESS KORENCH1 71 0SPK + 10/71
MM 1060. 67. HENRY 69 CNTR + /77 R3 0.36 OR LESS DEPCMMIER 77 CNTR + 12777
MM TA (1165.895) (0.027) BAILEY 75 CNTR + STORAGE RING 11/75 R3 0.11 OR LESS POVEL 77 ELEC + 1/779%
MM IA (1165.922)  (0.009) BAILEY 77 CNTR +- STORAGE RING 11777 R3 0.019 OR LESS BOWMAN 79 SPEC + 7/79%
MM (1165.911)  (0.011) BAILEY 79 CNTR + STORAGE RING T/79%
MM 1 (1165.937)  (0.012) BAILEY 79 CNTR - STORAGE RING 7/79% R4 MUON+ INTO (E+ (E~ANTINEU) (MU=NEU)) (P5)/7(P1)
MM T 1165. 924 0.0085 BAILEY 79 CNTR +- STORAGE RING 1/79% R4 FORBIDDEN BY ADDITIVE CONSERVATIVATION LAW FOR MUON NUMBER..
MM A BAILEY 77 INCLUDES RESULTS OF BAILEY 75. 11/77 R4 MULTIPL ICATIVE LAW PREDICTS R4=0.5
MM I BAILEY 79 IS FINAL RESULT. INCLUDES BAILEY 75 AND 77 DATA. T/79% R4 0.25 OR LESS CL=.90 EICHTEN 73 HLBC + 11775
MM I THIRD BAILEY 79 RESULT IS FIRST TWO COMBINED. 7/79%
MM e . RS MUCN INTO E ANTI(E-NEU) (MU-NEU) GAMMA (P6) /(P1) 1/78
MM AVG 1165.9242  0.0085 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0) RS 27 EVENTS SEEN ASHKIN 59 CNTR 1778
My sruosmuss 9242  0.0092 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT RS 1 4E<2  0.4E-2 CRITTENDE 61 CNTR T(GAM) GT 10 MEV 1778
R5 .3E-3  1.3E-3 CRITTENDE 61 CNTR T(GAM) GT 20 MEV 1/78
EDM 4 MUON ELECTRIC DIPOLE MOMENT (UNITS 10%*-19 E-CM) 2/79% RS 862 EVENTS SEEN BOGART 67 CNTR T(GAM) OT 14.5 MEV 1778
EOM B (8.6) (4.5) BAILE 8 CNTR + STORAGE RINGS 2/79%
EOM 8 (0.8) (4.3) PAILEY 78 CNTR — STORAGE RINGS 2/79% I
EDM B 3.7 3.4 BAILEY 78 CNTR +- STORAGE RI 2/79%
EDM B BAILEY 78 YIELDS EDM < 1.05%10%%~18 WITH CL=.95. THIRD RESULT s 2/79% 4 MUON DECAY PARAMETERS
EDM B FIRST TWO COMBINED .ASSUMING CPT. 2/79%
. RELATED TEXT SECTION VI A
RHO RHO PARAMETER (V-A THEORY PREDICTS RHO=0.75}
4 MUCN TO PROTON MAGNETIC MOMENT RATIO RHO 0.741) (0.027) DUDZIAK 59 CNTR + 20-53 MEV E+ 10769
RHO P9213 0.745 0.025 PLANO 60 HBC + WHOLE SPECTRUM  10/69
MMR THIS RATIO IS USED TO OBTAIN PRECISE VALUES OF THE MUON MASS. 3/72 RHO P TWQ PARAMETER FIT TO RHO AND ETA.
MMR SEE CROWE 72. 3772 RHO C 2276  (0.751) (0.034) 8LOCK 62 HEBC =~ WHOLE SPECTRUM  10/69
MMR (3.1865) (.0022) COFFIN 58 CNTR + SPIN RESONANCE 2/72 RHO D (0.64)  (0,04) BARLOW 64 CNTR — WHOLE SPECTRUM  10/69
MMR (3.1830)  (.0011) LUNDY 58 CNTR + PRECESSION STROB 2/72 RHO D (0.661) (0,016} BARLOW 64 CNTR ¢ WHOLE SPECTRUM  10/69
MMR (3.176)  (.013) LUNDY 58 CNTR — PRECESSION STROB 2/72 RHO D (0.867) 10.035) PGNTECORV 64 CC - 10/69
MMR (3.1834) . (.0002) GARWIN 60 CNTR + PRECESSION PHASE 2/72 RHO D RESULTS IN DOUBT. 10/69
MMR (3.18336) (.00007) BINGHAM 63 CNTR + PRECESSION STROB 2/72 RHO C 800K  (0.7503) (0.0026) PECPLES = 66 ASPK + 20-53 MEV E+ 10/69
MMR (3.1808) (.0004) BINGHAM 63 CNTR - PRECESSION STROB 2/72 RHO C 280K  (0.760) (0.009) SHERWOOD 67 ASPK + 25-53 MEV E+ 10769
MMR (3.18338) (.00004) HUTCHINS 63 CNTR + PRECESSION PHASE 2/72 RHO C 170K  (0.762) (0.008) FRYBERGER 68 ASPK + 25-53 MEV E+ 10/69
MMR D (3.183351)(. 000016} EHRLICH 69 CNTR HFS SPLITTING 2772 RHO C  ETA CONSTRAINED =0. THESE VALUES INCORPORATED INTO A TWO PARAMETER
MMR C (3.183314)(.000034) THOMPSON 69 CNTR HFS SPLITTING 2772 RHO C  FIT TO RHO AND ETA BY DERENZO 69.
MMR (3.183330) (.000044) HUTCHINS 70 CNTR + PRECESSION PHASE 2/72 RHO 0.7518  0.0026 DERENZO 69 RVUE 10/69
MMR H (3.183347)(.000009) HAGUE 70 CNTR + PRECESSION PHASE 2/72 RHO S ee e e s .
MMR  C (3.183336)(.000013) CRANE 71 CNTR HES SPLITTING 2772 RHO AVG 0.7517 0.0026 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
MMR D (3.183349) (. 000015) DE VOE 71 CNTR HES SPLITT ING 1773 RHO STUDENT  0.7517  0.0028 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) —- SEE MAIN TEXT
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My Vo, T*

ETA ETA PARAMETER (v- A THEORY PREDICTS ETA=0)
ETA P S213 (-2.0) {0 ANO 60 HBC + WHOLE SPECTRUM
ETA P TWO PARAMETER F[T TD RHC AND ETA— PLAND 60 DOISCOUNTS VALUE FOR ETA
ETA C 800K (0.051) 10.5) PEOPLES 66 ASPK + 20-53 MEV E+
ETA C 280K (-0.7) (0.6) SHERWOOD 67 ASPK + 25-53 MEV E+
ETA C 170K (-0.7) (0.5) FRYBERGER 68 ASPK + 25-53 MEV E+
ETA C RHO CONSTRAINED <75,
ETA 6246 -0.12 0.21 DERENZO 69 HBC + 1.6-6.8 MEV E+
Xxs1 XS1 PARAMETER (V-A THEORY PREDICTS XSI=1)
XS1 9K 0.97 0.05 BARDCN 59 CNTR BROMOFORM TARGET
XSI 8354 0.93 0. 06 PLANO 60 HBC + 8.8 KGAUSS
XSI1 A (0.903) (0.027) LI- 61 EMUL + 27 KGAUSS
XSI A DEPOLARIZATIGN BY MEDIUM NOT KNDNN SUFFICIENTLY WELL «
XSI 6 66K (0 975) (0 030) GUREVICH 64 EMUL 140 KGAUSS
XS1I GUREVICH 67 EMUL
XSI G GUREVICH 67 SUF’ERSEDES GUREVICH 64
XS1
XSI AVG 0-972 0.013 AVERAGE (ERRCR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
XSI STUDENT 0.973 0.014 AVERAGE USING STUDENTLIO(H/1.11) == SEE MAIN T
DEL DELTA PARAMETER (V A THEORY PREOICTS DELTA=0.75)
DEL 8354 0.78 0.05 ANC 60 HBC + WHOLE SPECTRUM
DEL 0.782 0.031 KRUGER 61
DEL 490K 0.752 0.009 FRYBERGER 68 ASPK + 25-53 MEV E+
DEL VOSSLER 69 HAS MEASURED THE ASYMMETRY BELOW 10 MEV
DEL e .
DEL AVG 0.7551 0.0085 AVERAGE (ERRCR INCLUDES SCALE FACTGR OF 1.0)
DEL STUDENT 0.7550 0.0094 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) —- SEE MAIN T
HEL HELICITY OF DECAY ELECTRON.
HEL (V-A THEORY PREDICTS HELICITY=+-1 FOR E+-, RESPECTIVELY)
HEL WE HAVE FLIPPED THE SIGN FOR E— SD OUR PROGRAMS CAN AVERAGE
HEL O (0.28) (0. 63 CNTR + ANNIHILATICN
HEL D IN DOUBT- PUS!TRDNS POSSIBLY DEPDLARIZED lN BE MODERAT Ok~
HEL 1.05 0.3 ER ANNIHILATION
HEL 0.94 0. BB BLOCM 64 CNTR + BREMS TRANSMISS
HEL 1.04 0.18 oucLes 64 CNTR + BHABHA SCATT
HEL 29K 0.89 0.28 SCHWARTZ 67 OSPK =~ MOLLER SCATT
HEL e e e e e e e e e
HEL AVG 1.00 0.13 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
HEL STUDENT’ 1.00 0.14 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) -— SEE MAIN T
GS SCALAR COUPLING CCNSTANT IN MUDN DECAY (IN UNITS OF GV)
GS 0.33 OR LES ERENZO 69 RVUE
GA AXIAL VECTOR COUPLING CGNSTANT IN MUGN DECAY (IN UNITS OF GV)
GA 0.86 0.33 0.11 DERENZO 69 RVUE
FAV PHASE BETWEEN VECTOR AND AXIAL VECTOR COUPLINGS (DEGREES)
FAV 80. 15. DERENZO 69 RVUE
GT TENSOR COUPLING CONSTANT IN MUGN DECAY (IN UNITS QOF GV}
GT 0.28 OR LESS DERENZO 69
GP PSEUDOSCALAR COUPLING CONSTANT IN MUGN DECAY (IN UNITS OF GV)
GP 0.33 OR LESS DERENZO 69 RVUE
HopEE R * HEARIR AR R RHKRAOE AR ARRIAA
REFERENCES FOR MUCN
COFFIN 58 PR 109 973 +GARWINy PENMANy LEDERMAN 9 SACHS (COLUMBIA}
LUNDY 58 PRL 1 38 +SENSy SWANSCN, TELEGDT , YOVANOVITCH (CHICAGO)
ASHK IN 59 NC 14 1266 +FAZZINIFIDECARO, LIPMANSMERRI SON + (CERN)
BARDGN 59 PRL 2 56 M BARDON, D BERLEY, L LEDERMAN (COLUMBIA)
DUCZIAK 59 PR 114 336 W DUDZIAKsR SAGANE, J VEDDER (LRL)
GARWIN 60 PR 118 271 GARWINy HUT CHINSON, PENMAN, SHAPTRO (COLUMBIA)
PLANO 63 PR 119 1400 R J PLANO (COLUMBIA)
ALI-ZADE 61 JETP 13 313 ALI-ZADE,GUREVICH,NIKOLSKI (USSR)
CRITTEND 61 PR 121 1823 CRITTENDEN; WALKERsBALLAM (MSU+MICH)
KRUGER 61 UCRL-9322 (UNPUB) H KRUGER (LRL)
AL IKHANO &2 CERN CONF 423 A I ALIKHANOVsA BABAEV + (ITEP MOSCOW)
BLOCK 62 NC 23 !114 BLOCK, FIORINI,KIKUCHI+( DUKE BOLUGNA, MI LAND)
CHARPAK 62 PL G CHARPAKy F J M FARLEYsR L GARWIN + (CERN}
FARL EY 62 CERN CCNF 415 FARLEY,MASSAM,MULLER,Z1CHICHI (CERN)
LUNDY €2 PR 125 1686 KICHARD A LUNDY (EFI)
PARK ER 62 NC 23 485 S PARKER S PENMAN (EFI)
BABAEV 63 JETP 16 1397 BABAEV s BALATS, KAFTANDV, LANDSBERG + CITEP)
BINGHAM &3 NC 27 1352 G.MCD.BINGHAM (LRL)
BUHLER 63 PL 368 +CABIBBO,FIDECAROy MASSAM, MULLER+ (CERN)
DICK €3 PL 7 150 DICK+FEUVRAIS, SPIGHEL (CERN)
ECKHAUSE 63 PR 132 422 M ECKHAUSE,T A FILIPPAS + (CARNEGIE)
FEINBERG 63 ARNS 13 431 GERALD FEINRERG, L M LEDERMAN (COLUMBIA)
FRANKELL 63 NC 27 894 S FRANKEL,W FRATI,J HALPERN + (PENN)
FRANKEL2 63 PR 130 351 S FRANKELsW FRATI,J HALPERN + (PENN)
HUTCHINS 63 PR 131 1351 HUTCHINSON,MENES,PATLACH, SHAPIRO (COLUMBIA}
ME YER 63 PR 132 2693 S L MEYERy ANDERSON, BLES ER, LEDERMAN+ (COLU)
BAFLOW 64 PPS 84 239 +BOOTH,CARROL, COURT, DAVIES, EDWARDS+ (L1IVP)
BLCOM €4 PL 8 87 +DICK,FEUVRAIS, HENRY , MACQ, SPIGHEL {CERN)
DUCLOS 64 PL 9 62 +HEINTZE,DE RUJULA,SOERGEL (CERN)
GUREVICH 64 PL 11 185 GUREVICHy MAKARIYNA+ (KIAE)
PONTECOR 64 DUBNA CONF PCNTECORVC s SULYAEV {MOS COW)
PARKER 64 PR 1338B 768 S PARKERyH L ANDERSON,C REY (EFIL)
PEOPLES 66 NEVIS-147 (UNPUB) J PFEOPLES (COLUMBIA)
BOGART 67 PR 156 1405 +DICAPUAy NEMETHY, STRELZCFF (coLy
GUREVICH 67 IAE 1297 GUREVICH,MAKARIYNA,MI SHAKOV A+ (KIAE)
SCHWARTZ 67 PR 162 1306 D M SCHWARTZ {EFI)
SHERWOOD 67 PR 156 1475 B A SHERWOOD (EFI)
BAILEY 68 PL 288 237 +BARTL, VCN BOCHMANN, BROWN, FARLEY+ (CERN)
ALSC 72 NC 9A 369 +BARTL, VON BOCHMANN, BROWN, FARLEY+ (CERN}
FRYBERGE 68 PR 166 1379 D FPYBERGER (EFI)
DERENZO 6S PR 181 1854 S DERENZO (EFI)
EHRLICH 69 PRL 23 51 +HOFER yMAGNONy STOWELL y SWANSON+ (CHICAGO)
HENRY 69 NC 63A 995 +SCHRANKy SWANSON {STAN+UCSB+UCSD)
TAYLOR 69 RMP 41 375 +PARKER , LANGENBERG (PRIN+UCI+PENN)
THCMPSON 69 PRL 22 163 +AMATO,CRANE, HUGHE S, MOBLEY + (YALE)
HAGUE 70 PRL 25 628 +ROTHBERGsSCHENCK, WILLIAMS+ (HWASH+LRL )
HUTCHINS 70 PRL 24 1254 HUTCHINSON s LARSONy SCHOEN, SOBER 4+ (PPA)
CRANE 71 PRL 27 474 +CASPERSCUN yCRANE s EGAN, HUGHE S+ (YALE)
DEVOE 71 PRL 25 1779(ER) +MCINT GREy MAGNON, STOWELL y SWANSON+ (CHICAGG)
ALSO 71 PRL 26 21 DEVOE ; MCINTGRE s MAGNON, STOWELL + (CHICAGOD)
FAVART 71 PRL 27 1336 +MCINTYRE , STOWEL L, TELEGDI,DEVOE+ (CHICAGO)
KGRENCH1 71 SJUNP 13 190 KORENCHENKOs KOSTINsMICELMACHER + “(JINR)
KORENCH2 71 SJUNP 13 728 KGRENCHENKOs KOSTIN, MICELMACHER+ (JINR)
CROWE 72 PR D5 2145 +HAGUE yROTHBERG, SCHENCK + (LBL +WASH)
WILLIAMS 72 PR D6 737 R W WILLIAMS,D L WILLIAMS (WASHINGTON)
COHEN 73 J.PHYS.CHEM.REF.DATA 24 P.663, E.R.COHEN,B.N.TAYLOR
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Data Card Listings

For notation, see key at front of Listings.

bucLOs 73 PL 478 491 +MAGNON, PICARD (SACL)
EICHTEN 73 PL 468 281 +DEDEN+(AACH+BELG+CERN+EPOL+MILA+LALO+LOUC)
BALANDIN 74 JETP 40 811 +GREBENYUK yZINOV, KONIN, PONOMAREV (JINR)
POUTISSO 74 NP B8O 221 POUT ISSOUy FELAWKAy INGRAM + (MONT+BRCO)
BAILEY 75 PL 55B 420 +BORER+ (CERN+DARE+BE RN+ SHEF+MANZ+RMCS +B IRM)
CASPERSO 75 PL 59B 397 CASPERSON+CRANE+ (YALE+LASL+HEID+BERN+WYOM)
KORENCHE 76 JETP 43 1 KORENCHENKO, KOSTINy MITS ELMAKHER+ (JINR)
BAILEY 77 PL 678 225 +BORER+ (CERN+CARE+BERN+SHEF+MANZ +RMC S+B IRM)
R 77 PL 688 191 +BORER+/CERN+DARE+BERN+SHEF +MANZ+RMCS +8 IRM
BAILEY2 77 NATURE 268 301 (DARE+BERN+SHEF+CERN+MANZ+RMC S+BIRM)
ALSO 79 BAILEY
CASPERSO 77 PRL 38 S$56 CASPERSONyCRANE+ (BERN+HEIO+LASL+WYUM+YALE)
DEPOMMIE 77 PRL 39 1113 DEPOMMIERy MART IN+(MONT+BRCO +TR IU+VIC T+MELB )
POVEL 77 PL 728 183 +DEY yWALTER, PFEIFFER + (ZURI+ET H+SIN)
BAILEY 78 JPG 4 345 {DARE+BERN+SHEF+MANZ +RMCS+CERN+BIRM)
ALSO 79 BAILEY
CAMANT 78 PL 77B 326 +GYGAXsKLEMPT,RUEGG s SCHENCK+ {ETH+MANZ)
BAILEY 79 NP B150 1 (DARE+BERN+SHEF+MANZ +RMCS+CERN+B IRM+LBL+)
BOWMAN 79 PRL 42 556 +COOPER,HAMM ,HOFFMAN + (LASL+EFI+STAN)
PAPERS NOT REFERRED TO IN DATA CARDS
FISHER 59 PRL 3 349 FISHERy LEONTICy LUNDBY,MEUNIER, STROOT (CERN)
ASTBURY 60 ROCH CCNF 60 542 ASTBURY,HATTERSLEY,HUSSAIN + (LIVERPOOL)
DEVGNS 60 PRL 5 330 DEVONS s GIDAL s LEDERMAN s SHAPTIRO (COLUMBIA)
LATHROP 60 NC 17 109 J LATHROP,R A LUNDY,V L TELEGDI + (EFI)
LATHROP 60 NC 17 114 J LATHROPsR A LUNDY,S PENMAN + (EFT)
REITER 60 PRL 5 22 REITER, ROMANGWSKI, SUTTON. + (CARNEGIE)
TELEGDI 60 ROCH CONF 60 713 V L TELEGDI (CERN)
CHARPAK 61 PRL 6 128 CHARPAK s FARLEY s GARWIN, MULLER, SENS + (CERN]
HUTCHINS 61 PRL 7 129 D P HUTCHINSON:J MENES + (COLUMBIA)
SHAPIRO 62 PR 125 1022 G SHAPIROsL M LEDERMAN (COLUMBIA)
FAIRLEY 66 NC 45A 281 FAIRLEYEAILEY ;BROWN,GIESCH + (CERN)
VOSSLER 69 NC 63A 423 C VOSSLER (EFI)
RICH T2 RMP 44 250 A RICHsJ C WESLEY (MICH)
COMBLEY 74 PRPL 14 1 F.COMBLEY,E.PICASSO (CERN)
FARLEY 79 ARNPS - TO BE PUB FARLEY, PICASSC (RMCS+CEKN)
ok sk kR R ARk
TREER ox R R AAK
36 TAU NEUTRINO
NOT YET ESTABLEISHED.
CMITTED FROM TABLE.
36 TAU NEUTRINO MASS (MEV)
M P 144 600. PERL 77 SMAG E+E-3.8-7.8GEV ECM 12/77
M 740, BRANDELIK 78 DASP ASSUMES V-A DECAY 3/78
M (540. 1 ¢ BRANDELIK 78 DASP ASSUMES V+A DECAY 3/78
M B 594 250. OR LESS CL=.95 BACINO 79 OLCO E+E- ECM=3.5-7.4GEV 7/79%
M P PERL 77 IS E+E- TO TAU+ TAU- EXPT. VALUE QUOTED ASSUMES V-A DECAY 12777
M P AND TAU MASS=1S00 MEV. 12777
M B BACINO 79 EXPT RULES OUT V+A DECAY. T/79%
kol * FHERRHAEA HHARRTAK
REFERENCES FOR TAU NEUTRINO
PERL 77 PL 708 487 +FELDMANyABRAMS, ALAM,BOYARSKI + (SLAC+LBL)
BRANDELI 78 PL 73B 109 BRANDELIK + (AACH+DESY+HAMB+MPIM+ TOKY)
BACINO 79 PRL 42 749 +FERGUSON, NOOULMAN+ (UCLA+S LAC+UCI+STON}
Hm R AR A A Fok ook Rk
Fk Ak FARR KK
35 TAU+-(1800,J=1/2) HEAVY LEPTON
E+E~ --> TAU+TAU- CROSS SECTION THRESHOLD BEHAVIOR
AND MAGNITUDE CONSISTENT WITH POINTLIKE SPIN 1/2
DIRAC PARTICLE. BRANDELIK 78 RULES OUT POINTLIKE
SPIN 0 OR SPIN 1 PARTICLE.
35 TAU MASS {MEV)
M P 64(1800.) (200.) PERL 75 SMAG INCL. IN PERL 77 2/78
M B 220(1910.) (30.) BURMEST1 77 PLUT ASSUMES V-A DECAY 12777
M B.220(1790.) (70.) BURMEST1 77 PLUT ASSUMES V+A DECAY 12777
M P 144(1900.) (100.) PERL 77 SMAG E+E- 3.8-7.8GEV ECM 12/77
M A 6S2 1782. 2. 7. BACING 78 DLCO E+E- ECM=3,1-7.4GEV 1/79%
M R 299 1787. 10. 18. BARTEL 78 SPEC E+E- 3.6-4.4GEV ECM T7/79%
M 807. 20. BRANDELIK 78 DASP E+E- 3.1-5,2GEV ECM 3/78
M B BURMESTER 77 MASS VALUE ARE FROM EVENTS CONTAINING MU+~ PLUS CNE 12/77
M B GTHER PRONG, ORIGINATING FROM E+ E- --> TAU+ TAU-. THE MASS 12777
M B VALUES COME FROM A FIT TO THE SHAPE AND ECM DEPENDENCE OF THE 12777
M B MU+- SPECTRA, ASSUMING THAT THE TAU SPIN IS 1/2 AND ITS ASSOC 12777
M B NEUTRINO HAS M=0. 12777
M P PERL 77 VALUE COMES FROM E+ E- TO E+- MU-+ AND NO OTHER DETECTED 12777
M P PARTICLES. ASSUMES V-A COUPLING AND ZERD MASS FOR ASSOC NEUTRINO. 12777
M A BACINO 78 VALUE COMES FROM CS THRESHHOLD. SEE 70 EVENTS BELOW 1/79%
M A CHARM THRESHHOLD. ENERGY DEPENDENCE CGNFIRMS SPIN 1/2. 1/79%
M R BARTEL 78 FITS ENERGY DEPENDENCE OF CS FOR E+- AND MU+- EVENTS. T/79%
M R MASS VALUE NOT DEPENDENT ON WHETHER V-A OR V+A DECAY ASSUMED. T/79%
M e e e o e e o e
M AVG 1783.5 4.2 AVERAGE (ERRCR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR GF 1.0)
M STUDENT1783.4 4.6 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) == SEE MAIN TEXT
35 TAU MEAN LIFE (UNITS 10%%=~12SEC)
T 77 (9.0} OR LESS CL=.95 ALEXANDER 79 PLUT E+E- 3.9-5 GEV ECM T/T9%
T 594 (2.3) OR LESS CL=.95 BACING2 79 OLCO E+E- ECM=3.5-7.4GEV 7/79%
35 TAU PARTIAL DECAY MODES
DECAY MASSES
Pl TAU+- INTO MU+~ NEU(MU) NEU(TAU) 105+ o+
P2 TAU+- INTO E+- NEU(E) NEU(TAU) . 5¢ 0+ 0o
P3 TAU+~ INTOD E+- GAMMA(S) 5+ ]
P4 TAU+- INTO MU+- GAMMA(S) 105+ 0
P5 TAU+- INTO E+- CHARGED PARTICLES
P& TAU+- INTO MU+- CHARGED PARTICLES
P7 TAU+- INTO HADRON+- NEUTRALS
P8 TAU+- INTO 3 HADRONS+- NEUTRALS
P9 TAU+- INTO NEU(TAU) RHDO PI+- 0+ 776+ 139
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P10 TAU+- INTO NEU(TAU) Al(lloo)’— 0+1100 R12 TAU+— INTO (NEU A1(11001+-)/TOTAL (P10)
P11l TAU+- INTO K+- NEUTR. R12 A 21 (0.10) (0.03) ALEXAND1 78 PLUY E+E- 4-5 GEV ECM 12/778%
P12 TAU+- INTO NEU(TAU) Pl-‘-— 0+ 139 R12 A NOT INDEPENDENT OF ALEXANDER1 78 R11 VALUE ABOVE. ASSUMES THAT ALL 12/78*
P13 TAU+- INTO NEU(TAU) 2PI+- PI-+ (INCL. P9, P10) 0+ 139+ 139+ 139 R12 A (NEU RHOO PI+-) EVENTS ARE (NEU Al+-) AND THAT BR(E+- NEU NEU)=.16. 12/78%
PL4  TAU+- INTO NEU(TAU) 2PI+- PI-+ (P10S} (INCL. P13) O+ 139+ 139+ 139
P15 TAUs~ INTO NEU(TAU) AND 3 OR MORE CHGD. PARTICLES RIS TAUs- INTQ (NEU 2p1e= PI-+ (PIOS))e(MUs= NEU NEU) (PL4l*(P1)
P16 TAU+- INTC NEU(TAU) RHO+- o+ 776 R13 J 33 0.032 0.012 ARO 78 SMAG E+E- ECM > 6 GEV 1/79%
Ri3 3 32r0s 7 7iNDS BR(NGU 3PT (PI0SIIm s 18+-. 005 ASSUNING BR(MOIZO-TB. 1770w
R13 J WE MULTIPLY TO OBTAIN ABOVE VALUE.
g R13 e o s s e o e e o
R13 FIT 0.032 0.012 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
FITTED PARTIAL DECAY MODE BRANCHING FRACTIONS
R14 TAU+= INTO (NEU 2PI+4— PI-+)%*(MU+- NEU NEU) (P13)%(P1)
The matrix below is derived from the error matrix for the fitted partial decay mode R14 J 13 0.013 0.009 JAR 78 SMAG E+E- ECM > 6 GEV 1/79%
. ) . Rie ) Jinos 75 FINDS BRONGU 3P1)=.0Tver03 ASSUMING BRUMUI=0.18.  WE 1/79%
branching fractions, Py, as follows: The diagonal elements are P;+0P;, where R14 J MULTIPLY TC OBTAIN ABOVE VALUE. EVENTS CONSISTENT WITH BEING
Spi =y (5Pi5pi> , while the off -diagonal _elaments are the normalized correlation coeffi- R14 J RHO PI OR Al.
cents (SP,6P;) /(5P - 6P). For the definitions of the individual P, see the listings P %0 0130 6.5090 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.00

above; only those P, appearing in the matrix are assumed in the fit to be nonzero and

: R15 TAU+— INTO (NEU(TAU) .GE. 3 CHARGED PARTICLES)/YOTAL (P15)
are thus constrained to add to 1.

R1S 692 0.32 0.05 BACINO 78 DLCO E+E— ECM=3.1-7.4GEV 1/79%
Pl P2 3K P12 P13 P14 Ple
Pl .1791+—.0153 R16 TAU+- INTO (NEU(TAU) PI+-)*(E+- NEUCE) NEU(TAU)) (P12)%(P2)
P2 - £1668+-.0109 RL6 A 23 0.015 0.006 ALEXAND2 78 PLUT E+E- ECM=3.6-5 GEV  2/79*
(X3 -.2140  .0424+-.0127 R16 B 10 0.013 0.006 BACINOl 79 DLCO E+E- ECM=3.6-7.4GEV 1/79%
P12 -.2063 L0442  .0824+-.0255 . R16 A ALEXANDER2 78 QUOTE BR(PI)=.090+-.038(STAT.+SYST.ERRORS COMBINED IN 2/79%
P13 - .0202 ~.0043 ~.0042 .0726+-.0506 RL6 A GUADRATURE) USING BR(E)=.167+-.010. WE MPY. BY .167 TO GET ABV.VAL. 2/79%
P14 - .0366 -.0078 0075 20271 .1787+-.0687 R16 B BACINOL 79 QUOTES BR(PI)=0.080+-0.035(STAT.+SYST.ERRORS COMBINED IN 1/79%
Pl6 - -.1154 . 0247 .0238 .0278 .0504 .2175+-.04 10/70 R16 B QUADRATURE) ASSUMING BR(E)=0.16. WE MPY. BY 0.16 TO GET ABOVE VAL. 1/79%
R16 e e e e e e e
- R16 AVG 0.0140  0.0042 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0}
R16 STUDENT  0.0140 0.0046 AVERAGE USING STUDENT1O0(H/1.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT
————— R16 FIT 0.0140 0.0042 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
35 TAU BRANCHING RATIOS R17 TAU+- mm (NEU(TAU) RHD*-)*(E#— NEU(TAU) NEU(EH (P16)%(P2) 12/79%
R17 0.0421  0.00 RAMS 79 SMA 12/79%
RL TAU+- INTO (MU+~ NEU(MU) NEU(TAU))/TOTAL e1) ' R17 . .
R1 220 0415 0.03 BURMEST1 77 PLUT ASSUMES V-A DECAY 12777 R17 FIT 0.036? 0.0069 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
R1 220 (0.19)  (0.04) BURMESTL 77 PLUT ASSUMES V+A DECAY  12/77
R1 0.175 0.040 PERL 77 SMAG E+E~ TO MU+~ X—+ 12/77 R18 TAU+- INTO (NEU(TAU) RHO+-)¥(MU+— NEU(TAU) NEU(MU)) (PLé)*(P1) 12/79%
R1 0.22 0.10 0.07 CAVALLISF 77 SPEC E+E- TO MU+~ X-+ 1/78 R18 0.0329  0.0100 ABRAMS 79 SMAG 12/79%
RL S 11 0.22 0.07 0.08 SMITH 78 SPEC E+E= TO MU+MU-XO T7/79% R18 . .
R1 e e e e e R18 FIT "0.0385 ~ 0.0072 FROM FIT (ERRCR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
RL AVG 0.168 0.022  AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0) :
Rl STUDENT  0.168 0.024  AVERAGE USINC STUDENTLO(H/1.11) ~=- SEE MAIN TEXT [P ——
R1 FIT 0,179 0.015 FRGM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
REFERENCES FOR TAU(1800) HEAVY LEPTON
R2 TAU+~ INTO (E+~ NEU(E) NEU(TAU))/TOTAL (P2)
Rz B 459 0.160 0.013 BACIN 78 DLCO E+E- ECM=3.1-T.4GEV 1/79% PERL 75 PRL 35 1489 +ABRAMS ,BOYARSKI \BREIDENBACH +  (LBL+SLAC)
R2 B BACINO 78 VALUE COMES FROM FIT TO EVENTS WITH E+- AND 1 OTHER 1/79% PERL 76 PL 63B 466 +F ELDMAN,ABRAMS y ALAM, BOYARSKI + (SLACHLBL )
R2 B NONELECTRON CHARGED PRONG. 1/79%
R2 ER R BARBARO- 77 PRL 39 1058 BARBARO-GALTIERI+ (LBL+NWES+SLAC+HAWA}
Rz FIT 2.170 0.011  FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0} BRANDELI 77 PL 70B 125 BRANDELIK + (AACH#+ DESY +HAMB+MPIM+T CKY )
BURMEST1 77 PL 688 297 BURMESTER,CRIEGEE +  (DESY+HAMB+SIEG+WUPG)
R3 TAU+= INTO (L+= NEU(L) NEU(TAU))/TOTAL SQRT (P1%P2) BURMEST2 77 PL 688 301 BURMESTERsCRIEGEE +  (DESY+HAMB+SIEG+WUPG)
R3 WHERE L MEANS E OR MU. EQUALITY OF € AND MU MODES IS ASSUMED. CAVALLIS 77 LNC 20 337 CAVALLI-SFORZA,GOGGI + (PAVI+PRIN+UMD)
R3 P 105 0.17 2.06 0.03  PERL 76 SMAG 3/17 PERL 77 PL 708 487 +FELDMANy ABRAMS, ALAMs BOYARSKI+  (SLAC+LBL)
R3 B 144 0.186 0.030 PERL 77 SMAG 12/77 '
R3 B 21 0.224 0.055 BARBARO-G 77 SMAG s ALEXAND1 78 PL 738 99 AL EXANDER +CRIEGEE+ (DESY+AACH+SIEG+WUPG)
R3 8 13 0.182 0.031 BRANDELIK 78 DASP ASSUMES V-A DECAY 3/18 ALEXAND2 78 PL 788 162 ALEX ANDE R+ (DESY +AACH+HAMB+S IEG+WUP G )
R3 B 13 (0.206) (0.036) BRANDELIK 78 DASP ASSUMES V+A DECAY 3/78 BACINO 78 PRL 41 13 +FERGUSON; NODULMAN +  (UCLA+SLAC+UCI+STON)
R3 B WE HAVE COMBINED STATISTICAL AND SYSTEMATIC ERRORS QUADRATICALLY. 3/78 BARTEL 78 PL 778 331 +DITTMANNy OU INKERy OL SSCNyONEILL+{ DESY+HEID)
R3 P ASSUMES V-A COUPLING, TAU MASS=1.8 GEV, TAU NEUTRINO MASS=0.
R3 B ASSUMES V-A COUPLING, TAU MASS=1.9 GEV, TAU NEUTRINO MASS=0. BRANDEL1 78 PL 73B 10 BRANDELIK + (AACH+DESY+HAMB+ MPIM+TCKY)J
R3 R HEILE 78 NP B138 1&9 +PERLy ABRAMS ,ALAM , BOYARSKI+ (SLAC+LBL)
R3 AVG 0.186 0.018  AVERAGE (ERRCR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0) JARGS 78 PRL 40 1120 +ABRAMS ,ALAM+ (SLAC+LBL+NWES +HAWA)
R3  STUDENT  0.186 0.020  AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT SMITH 78 PR D18 1 +FORDy MORSEy MANN ,RESVANIS+ (COLO+PENN+WISC)
R3 FIT 0.1744  0.0085 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
: ABRAMS 79 PRL 43 1555 +ALAM, BLOCKER s BOYARSKI + (SLAC+LBL)
R4 TAU+- INTO E+- NEUCE) NEU(TAU)/MU+- NEU(MU) NEU(TAU)(P2)/(P1) ALEXANDE 79 PL 818 84 ALEXANDER + (DESY+AACH+HAMB+STEG+WUPP)
R4 PREDICTED TO BE 1 FOR SEQUENTIAL LEPTCN, 2 FOR PARAELECTRON, BACINO1 79 PRL 42 6 +FERGUSON+NODULMAN +  (UCLA+SLAC+UCI+STON)
R4 AND 1/2 FOR PARAMUGN. PARAELECTRON ALSO RULED OUT BY HEILE 78. BACINO2 79 PRL 42 749 +FER GUSON» NODULMAN+ (UCLA+SLAC+UC I+ STON)
RG 21 0.92 0.37 BURMEST2 77 PLUT ASSUMES V-A DECAY  12/77 |
R4 21 (c 67) (o za; BURMEST2 77 PLUT ASSUMES V+A DECAY  12/77 REVIEWS
R4 B BRANDELIK 78 DASP E+E— 3.1-5.2GEV ECM 12/78%
R4 B BRANDEUK 78 QUOTES THE INVERSE CF THIS RATIO AS .92+-.32 . 12/78% PERL2 77 HAMBURG SYMP. ALSO ISSUED AS SLAC-PUB-2022, M.PERL (SLAC)
R4 . .. FLUGGE 77 MESON CONF.BOSTON ALSO ISSUED AS DESY 77-35, G.FLUGGE (DESY)
R4 AVG “1l00 .27 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
R4 STUDENT  1.00 0.29 AVERAGE USING STUDENTLO(H/L.11) —~ SEE MAIN TEXT AZIMOV 78 SPU 21 225 +FRANKFURT,KHOZE (LENI)
R4 FIT 0.95 0.11  FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0) FELDMAN 78 SLAC-PUB-2224 G.J.FELDMAN (TOKYO CONF.1978) (SLAC)
PERL 78 SLAC-PUB-2219 M.L. PERL (KARLSRUHE SUMMER INST. 1978)(SLAC)
RS TAU+- INTO (MU+- NEU(MU) NEU(TAU))*(E+- NEU(E) NEU(TAUH (PL)*(P2)
RS 0.034 0.006 ABRAMS 79 SMA 12/79% FLUGGE 79 zP Cl1 121 G.FLUGGE (DESY)
RS B 20 0.034 0.009 BACINOL 79 DLCD E+E- ECM=3.6-7.4GEV 1/79% KIRKBY 79 SLAC-PUB-2419 J.KIRKBY (SLAC)
R5 B BACINOL 79 QUOTES BR(MU)=0.214-0.058(STAT.+SYST. ERRORS COMBINED IN 1/79%
R5 B GUADRATURE) ASSUMING BR(E)=0.16. WE MPY. BY 0.16 TO GET ABOVE VAL. 1/79% ok ok AR
RS « e e s 0 e o o o ok KRRk Rk SRRk oKk KR SRRRRIOR R R KR
RS AVG 0.0340  0.0050 AVERAGE (ERRCR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
RS STUDENT  0.0340  0.0054 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) —- SEE MAIN TEXT
RS FIT 0.0304  0.0030 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0) 8 CHARGED PION(140JPGE0—-) I=1
R6 TAU+- wm(a— GAMMA(S) + MU+~ GAMMA(S)}/TOTAL _ (P3+P4)
R6 B 0. OR LESS CL=.90  BURMEST2 77 PLUT E+E~ 4-5 GEV ECM 12/77
R6 B ASSUMES SAME MU,E MOM. SPEC. AS (MU E + NOTHING DETECTED). 12/77 8 CHARGED PION MASS (MEV)
R7 TAU+~ INTO(E+- CHAKGED PRONG + MU+~ CHARGED PRONG)/TOTAL (P5+P6) M 139.37 0.20 CROWE 54 CNTR -
R7 8 0.04 OR LESS CL=.90 BURMEST2 77 PLUT E+E- 4-5 GEV ECM 12777 M 139.68 0.15 BARKAS 56 EMUL +
R7 B ASSUMES SAME MU, E MOM. SPEC. AS (MU E + NOTHING DETECTED). 12/77 M s (139.577) (0.013) SHAFER 67 CNTR - MESONIC ATOMS 6768
M8 (139.549) (0.008) BACKENSTO 71 CNTR - MESGNIC ATOMS 10771
R8 TAU+- INTO (HADRDN#- NEUTRALS) /( TOTAL) P7) 11777 M s 139_566 0.013 SHAF ER 72 CNTR - MESONIC ATCMS 1773
R8 19 0.45 BARBARO-G 77 SMAG 11777 M 8 0.008 BACKENSTO 73 CNTR ~ MESONIC ATOMS 1773
R8 .29 0 U BRANDELIK 78 DASP ASSUMES V-A DECAY 3/78 M 139 571 0.010 BRANDAODO 76 CNTR - MESONIC ATCMS 1/78
RS (0.211  (0.10) BRANDELIK 78 DASP ASSUMES V+A DECAY 3/78 M 139.5686  0.0020 CARTER 76 CNTR ~- MESONIC ATOMS 6/77
R8 D R e M M 139.5667  0.0024 MARUSHENK 76 CNTR - MESCNIC ATCMS 12777
R  AVG 0.330 0.095  AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0) M D (139.5652) (0.0019) DAUM 78 SPEC + PI+ --> MU+ NEU 2778
R8 STUDENT  0.33 0.10 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT M S SHAFER 72 UPDATES SHAFER67 WITH NEW ALPHA AND NEW CALIB. LINE ENER. 1/73
M 8 BACKENSTOSS 73 CORRECTS BACKENSTOSS 71 WITH NEW VACUUM POL. CALC. 1/73
R9 TAU#= INTO (K+- NEUTRALS)/TOTAL (P11) M M THIS MARUSHENKO 76 VALUE USED AT AUTHORS REQUEST BECAUSE IT USES 3/78
R9- B SMALL BRANDELIK 77 DASP 3.6-5.2ECM E+E~  1/78 M M ACCEPTED SET OF CALIBRATION GAMMA ENERGIES. ERROR INCREASED FROM 3/78
R9 B BRANOELIK 77 FINDS 0.07+-0.06 K+- PER EVT IN E+E- —-> E+- PRONG-+. 1/78 M M .0017 TO INCLUDE QED CALC. ERROR- OF .0017 (12 PPM). 3/78
M D  DAUM 78 VALUE DEPENDS ON ASSUMED MU+ MASS M(MU)=105.65948+-.00035 . 2/78
R10 TAU+= INTO (3 HADRONS+- NEUTRALS)/TOTAL 8l M D ENTERS OUR FIT VIA PI-MU MASS DIFF. BELOW WHICH IS INDEP. OF M(MU). 2/78
3%} 0.35 0.11 BRANDELIK 78 DASP ASSUMES V-A DECAY 3/78 M e e e e e ee .
R10 (0.38)  (0.11) BRANDELIK 78 DASP ASSUMES V+A DECAY 3718 M AVG 139.5679  0.0015 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
M STUDENT 139.5679  0.0016 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) -— SEE MAIN TEXT
R11 TAU+- INTO (NEU RHOO PI+-)*(E+— NEU NEU) (P9)=(P2) M FIT 139.5669  0.0012 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0) 2/80%
RI1 A 21 0.0072  0.0021 ALEXANDL 78 PLUT E+E~ 4-5 GEV ECM 3/78
R11 A ALEXANDERL 78 REPORTS BR(NEU RHOO PI)=0.045+-0.013 FOR 3/78 ———— -
R11 A BR(E NEU NEU)=0.16 AND M(TAU)=1.8 GEV. WE MPY. BY 0.16 TO GET 3/78
RIL A ABOVE VAL. 3/78
R11 e e e e e e e
R11 FIT 0.0072  0.0021 FROM FIT (ERRCR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
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Particle Data Group: Review of particle properties

Stable Particles

+ 0
™, T
8 (PI+) - (MU+) MASS DIFFERENCE (MEV)
D 34.00 0.076 BARK AS 56 EMUL N
D 33.89 0.076 BARKAS 56 EMUL
) 145 33.881 0.035 HYMAN 67 HEBC + K-HE 2/71
) 33.925 0.025 BOOTH 70 CNTR + MAGNETIC SPECT. 2/71
0 33.9057 0.0019 DAUM 78 SPEC + SEE NOTE D ABOVE 2/78
D e s s e s e s e
D AVG 33.9058 00,0019 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
D STUDENT 33.9058 0.0020 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1l.11) —-- SEE MAIN TEXT
D FIT 33.9074 0.0012 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0) 2/80%
8 ((PI+) — (PI-))/AVG., MASS DIFFERENCE (PERCENT)
DM 0.02 0.05 AYRES 71 CNTR 3/71
8 CHARGED PION MEAN LIFE (UNITS 10%*%-9)
T 25.6 0.5 0.5 CROWE 57 RVUE
T 25.6 0.8 0.8 ANDERSON 60 CNTR
T 8000 25446 0.32 0.32 ASHKIN 60 CNTR +
T . 26,02 0.04 ECKHAUSE 65 CNTR + 9/66
T 25.6 0.3 BARDON 66 CNTR 6/66
T 25. 0.3 DUNAITSEV 66 CNTR 6/68
T N (26. ’o()) (0.08) NSEY 6/66
T N SYSTEMATIC ERRORS IN CALIBR.IN THIS EXP.DI SCUSSED BY NORDBERG 67 8/67
T 26.67 24 LOBKOWICZ 66 CNTR 9/66
T 26404 0 05 NORDBERG 67 CNTR + 8/67
T 26.02 0.04 AYRES 71 CNTR +- 3/71
T 26. 09 0.08 DUNAITSEV 73 CNTR + 3/74
T e e . P
T AVG 26.030 0.023 0,023 AVERAGE (ERROR INCL. SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0}
T STUDENT 26,028 0.025 0.025 AVG BY STUDENT10(H/1.11) —-= SEE MAIN TEXT
8 ((PI+) —= (PI-))/AVG.y MEAN LIFE DIFF. (PERCENT)
oT N THIS QUANTITY IS A MEASURE OF CPT INVARIANCE IN W.I.
or «23 0.40 LOBKOWICZ 66 CNTR SEE NOTE L 9/66
ot L ABOVE IS THE MOST CONSERVATIVE VALUE QUOTED BY AUTHORS 9/66
ot . . BAROGCN 66 CNTR 7766
oT -0.14 0.29 PETRUKHIN 68 CNTR 8/68
oT 0.055 0.071 AYRES 71 CNTR 3/71
DT D T T
DT AVG 0.053 0.068 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
DT  STUDENT 0.053 0.073 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) —-- SEE MAIN TEXT
8 CHARGED PION PARTIAL DECAY MODES
- DECAV MASSES
Pl CHAR. PION INTO MU (MU-NEU) 105+
P2 CHAR. PION INTO E ( E-NEU) . 5+ 0
P3 CHAR. PION INTO MU (MU-NEU) GAMMA 105+ o+ 0
P4 CHAR. PION INTO PIO E (E-NEU) 134+ o5+ 0
P5 CHAR. PION INTO E NEU GAMMA . 5+ 0+ [
Pé6 CHAR. PICN INTO E NEU E+ E- o5+ o+ .5+ .5
8 CHARGED PION BRANCHING RATIOS
R1 CHAR. PICN INTO MU NEU GAMMA (UNITS 10%%-4) (P3)/(P1)
R1 26 1.24 0.25 CASTAGNOL 58 EMUL E(MUY.LT.3.38 MV
R2 CHAR. PION INTO E NEU (UNITS 10%%*-4) (P2)/(P1)
R2 ANDERSON 60 CNTR
R2 D (lL.247) (0 028) Dl CAPUA 64 CNTR 11/75
R2 D 1.274 0.024 Al 75 RVUE 9/75
R2 D BRYMAN 75 IS A RECALC. OF DICAPUA 64 EXPT USING LATEST PI LIFETIME. 9/75
R2 .« e e o
R2 AVG 1.267 0.023 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
R2 STUDENT 1.268 0.025 AVERAGE USING STUDENTLO0(H/1.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT
R3 CHAR. PICN INTO PIO E NEU (UNITS 10#**-8) (P4)/(P1)
R3 D 52 (1.15) (.22) DEPOMMI1 63 CNTR + 2772
R3 D 36 0.97 0.20 BARTLETT 64 OSPK +
R3 D 38 1.07 0.21 BACASTOW 65 OSPK +
R3 0 . 1.10 0.26 BERTRAM 65 OSPK + 6/66
R3 D 43 1.1 0.2 DUNAITSEV 65 CNTR + 7/66
R3 332 1.00 0.08 0.10 ODEPOMMIER 68 CNTR + 3/68
R3 o . e DI
R3  AVG 1.023 0. 069 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
R3 STUDENT 1.023 0.074 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) -— SEE MAIN TEXT
D DEPOMMIER 68 STATES THAT THE RESULT OF DEPOMMIER 63 IS AT LEAST 2/72
D 10 PERCENT TOO LARGE BECAUSE OF A SYSTEMATIC ERROR IN THE PIO 2/72
D DETECTICN EFFICIENCY. THIS MAY BE TRUE OF ALL THE PREVIOUS 2/72
) MEASUREMENTS ACCORDING TO DEPOMMIER 68 AND V.SOERGEL, PRIVATE 2/72
[ COMMUNICAT IONs 1972.
R4 CHAR. PION INTO E NEU GAMMA (UNITS 10%*-8) (PS)/(P1)
R& E 143 (2.15) DEPCMMI2 63 CNTR + GAM KE 50-90 MEV 12/77
R4 S 226 5.6 0.7 STETZ 78 SPEC + E MOM >56 MEV/C. 12/79%
R4 E DEPOMMIER 63 VALUE IS CORRECTED FOR THE LATEST VALUE OF THE PIO 12777
R4 E LIFETIME (0.828+-0.057 E~16). SEE FOOTNOTE 10 OF DEPOMMIER 77. 12777
R4 S STETZ 78 1S FOR E-GAMMA OPENING ANGLE >132DEG. OBTAINS 3.7 WHEN 12/779%
R4 S USING SAME CUTOFFS AS DEPOMMIER. 12/779%
RS CHAR. PION INTO E NEU E+ E~ (UNITS 10%*-8) (P6)/(P1)
RS 3.4 OR LESS CL=.90 KORENCHEN 71 OSPK + 10/71
RS 0.48 OR LESS CL=.90 KORENCHEN 76 SPEC + 1/78
SR E A e 3 ke e ok
REFERENCES FOR CHARGED PION
CROWE 54 PR 96 470 K M CROWEsR H PHILLIPS (LRLJ
BARKAS 56 PR 101 778 WH BARKAS'N BIRNBAUMsF M SMITH (LRL)
CROWE 57 NC 5 541 K M CROW {STANFORD HEVL)
CASTAGNG 58 PR 112 1779 4 CAST#GNGL].M MUCHN IK (RGMA)
ANDERSCN 60 PR 119 2050 H L ANDERSON,T FUJII,R H MILLER + (EFI)
ASHKIN 60 NC 16 490 ASHKINSFAZZINI,FIDECARO,LIPMAN + (CERN)
DEPOMMIL 63 PL 5 61 DEPOMMIER,HEINTZE,RUBBIA,SOERGEL (CERN)
DEFCMMI2 63 PL 7 285 P DEPOMMIERy HEINTZ E, RUBBIAy SOERGEL (CERN)
ALSO 77 PRL 39 1113 DEPOMMIER, MARTI N+ ( MONT+ BRCO+TR IU+V ICT+MELB )
BARTLETT 64 PR 1368 1452 BARTLETT,DEVONS +MEYER 4ROSEN (COLUMBIA)
DI CAPUA 64 PR 1238 1333 DI CAPUA, GARLAND,PONDROM,STRELZOFF (CGLY)
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Data Card Listings

For notation, see key at front of Listings.

BACASTOW
BERTRAM

DUNAITSE
ECKHAUSE

65
65
65
65

PR 139 B407
PR 139 B 617
JETP 20 58
PL 19 348

BARDCN
DUNAITSE
KINSEY
LOBKOWIC

66
66
66
66

PRL 16 775
PL 23 283
PR 144
PRL 17

1132
548

HYMAN

NORDBERG

SHAFER
ALSO

67
67
67
65

PL 25B 376
PL 248 594
PR 163 1451
PRL 14 923

DE FOMMIE
PETRUKHI
BOOTH
AYRES
ALSO
ALSO
ALSO
ALSO

68
68
70
71
67
68
69
69

NP B4 189
JINR~P1-3862
PL 328 723

PR 3D 1051

PR 157 1288
PRL 21 261
UCRL-18369
PRL 23 1267

BACKENST
ALSO
KORENCHE
SHAFER
BACKENST

71
70
71
12
73
73
73

PL 36B 403
THESIS
SJNP 13 189
PRIVATE COMM.
PL 43B 539

AL SO SUBMITTED TO NP
DUNAITSE SJINP 16 292
BRYMAN
BRANDAOD
CARTER
KORENCHE
MARUSHEN

ALSO

ALSO
DAUM
STETZ

75
76
76
76
76
76
78

PR D11 1337
ZNAT 31A 1150
PRL 37 1380
JETP 44 35
JETPL 23 72
PRIVATE COMM.
PRIVATE COMM.
PL 748 126

78 NP B138 285

CARTHRIG
MERRISCN
SHAPIRO
CZIRR
CARRIGAN
WILKIN

53
62
62
63
68
80

PR 91 677
ADVP 11 1
PR 125 1022
PR 130 341
NP B6 662
JPG 6 L5

+GHESQUIEREy W IEGAND, LARSEN (LRL+SLAC)
BERTRAM, MEYER,CARRIGAN+ (MICH+CARNEGIE)
DUNAITSEV,PETRUKHIN, PROKOSHKIN + (DUBNA)

ECKHAUSE yHARRIS,,SHULER+ (WILLIAM AND MARY)
BARDON 3 DOREy DORFAN, KRIEGER + (COLUMBIA)
+KUTYINy PROKOSHKI Ny RASUVAEV+SIMONOV (DUBNA)
KINSEY,LOBKOWICZ yNORDBERG (ROCHESTER UNIV)
LOBKOWICZy MELISSINOSyNAGASHIMA+ (RCCH+BNL )

+LOKENJPEWITT,DERRICK +
NORDBERGs LOBKOWICZ 4 BURMAN
ROBERT E. SHAFER

SHAFERs CROWE,y JENKINS

(ANL+CARN+NWES)
(ROCHESTER UNIV)
(LRL)

{LRL)

DEPOMMIER+DUCLOSy HEINTZEs KLEINKNECHT+(CERN)
PETRUKHINs RYKALIN, KHAZINS, CIS EK (DUBNA)
+JOHNSONsWILLIAMS, WORMALD (Live)
+CORMACK, GREENBERGyK ENNEY + (LRL,UCSB)
AYRES,CALDWELL GREENBERG,KENNEYsKURZ+ (LRL)
AYRESsCORMACK s GREENBERG +KENNEY+  (LRL,UCSB)
DAVID S AYRES (THESIS) (LRL)
GREENBERG y AYRES s CORMACK,KENNEY+ (LRL,UCSB)

BACKENSTOSS s DANIEL,KCCH+
C. VON DER MALSBURG
KORENCHENKO, KOST INy MICELMACHER+ (JINR)
R. SHAFER, 1972 (FNAL)
BACKENSTOSSy DANIELsKOCH+ (CERN+KARL+MUNICH)
L. TAUSCHER

DUNA ITSEV,PROKOSHKIN,RAZUVAEV+

(CERN,KARL, HEID)
(HEIDELBERG)

(SERP)

+PICCICTTO (UNIV OF VICTORIA)
BRANDAC D'OLIVERA,DANIEL,VON EGIDY+ (MUNC)
+DIXIT,SUNDARESAN+ (CARL+CNRC+CHIC+CIT)

KORE NCHENKOs KOSTINyMICELMACHER+ (JINR)
MARUSHENKGyMEZENTSEV,PETRUNIN+ (LENI)
R+ SHAFER (FNAL)
A. I. SMIRNOV (LENI)
+EATONsFROSCHyHIRSCHMANN, MCCUL LOCH+ (SIN)

+CARROLL ,ORTENDAHL ,PEREZ-MENDEZ+ (LBL+UCLA)
PAPERS NOT REFERRED TO IN DATA CARDS

CARTWRIGHT yRICHMAN, WHIT EHEAD, W ILCOX (LRL)J
A W MERRISON (LIVERPGOL)
G SHAPIRO,L M LEDERMAN (COLUMBIA)
JOHN B8 CZIRR (LRL)
R.A.CARRIGAN JR. (CARN) J
Co WILKIN (Lcoucip

stk kokaoRoR R Kook
A ok

9 NEUTRAL PION(135,JPG=

sl okokolololookok solobokolok

0--) I=1

9 (PI+-) —~ (PIO) MASS DIFFERENCE (MEV)
D (5.37) (1.0) PANOFSKY 51 CNTR -
0 4.50 0.31 CHINOWSKY 54 CNTR -
o} 4.62 0.05 HADDOCK 59 CNTR -
0 4460 0.04 HILLMAN 59 CNTR
o 4,55 0.07 CASSELS 59 CNTR
D 4.69 0.07 SAMIOS 60 HBC 2/72
D 4.6056 0.0055 CZIRR 63 CNTR
D 4.59 0.03 PETRUKHIN 63 CNTR ~—
D 4.6034 0.0052 VASILEVSK 66 CNTR ~ 9/66
2] e e . . e . g
D AVG 4.6043 0.0037 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
D STUDENT 4. 6043 0.0040 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) —-- SEE MAIN TEXT

9 NEUTRAL PION MEAN LIFE (UNITS 10%%-16)
T N 16 (1.9) (0.5) (0.5) GLASSER 61 EMUL .
T N 45 2.3) (1.1) (1.0} TIETGE 62 EMUL
T N 88 (2.8) (0.9) (0.9)  KOLLER 63 EMUL SEE STAMER 66
T 1.05 0.18 0.18 VON DARDE 63 CNTR
T N 75 (1.7) (0.5) SHWE 64 EMUL
T 0.730 0.105 BELLETTIN 65 CNTR 6/66
T N 67 (1.6) (0.6) (0.5) EVANS 65 EMUL 6/66
T K 232 1.0 .5 STAMER 66 EMUL 8/67
T 0.56 0.06 BELLETTIN 70 CNTR PRIM.EFF. CN NUC 7/70
T 0.9 0.068 KRYSHKIN 70 CNTR PRIMAKOFF EFFECT 12/70
T B 0.82 0.04 BRGWMAN 74 CNTR PRIMAKOFF EFFECT 7/75
T N OLD EMULSION MEASUREMENTS NOT USED BECAUSE OF POSSIBLE SYSTEMATIC
T N SHIFT TO LARGER MEAN LIFE VALUES.
T K INCLUDES EVENTS OF KOLLER 63. 8/67
T B BROWMAN GIVES PIO WIDTH=8.02+~.42EV, MEAN LIFE IS HBAR/WIDTH. 11775
T .. oo .
T AVG 0.828 0.057 0.053 AVERAGE (ERROR INCL. SCALE FACTOR OF 1.8)
T STUDENT 0.835 0.028 0.035 AVG BY STUDENT10(H/1.11) —-— SEE MAIN TEXT

(SEE IDEOGRAM BELOW )
9 NEUTRAL PION PARTIAL DECAY MODES
DECAY MASSES

P1 PI0 INTO 2GAMMA + 0
P2 PIO INTO E+ E- GAMMA .5+ .5+ o]
P3 PIO INTO 4ELECTRONS «5+ .5+ .5+ .5
P4 PIO INTG 3 GAMMA 0o+ 0+
PS PIO INTO 4 GAMMA 0+ 0+ 0+ 0
P& PIO INTO E+ E- «5+ .5

9 NEUTRAL PION BRANCHING RATIOS
R1 PIO INTO (GAMMA E+ E-)/(2GAMMA) (PERCENT) (P2)/7(pP1)
R1 {1.196) THEORET. CALC. JOSEPH 60 QUANTUM ELECT. 9/66
R1 27 1.17 0.15 BUDAGGV 60 HBC
R1 3071 l.166 0.047 SAMIOS 61 HBC PI-P TO PIO N
R1 S SAMIOS VALUE USES PANOFSKY RATIO = 1.62
R1 .. . ...
R1 AVG 166 0. 045 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0}
Rl  STUDENT 1 166 0.048 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT



Particle Data Grbup: Review of particle properties

Data Card Listings

For notation, see key at front of Listings.

R2 PIO INTO (3 GAMMA)/TOTAL (UNITS 10%%=6) (P4)
R2 D 0 4.9 OR LESS 90 DUCLOS 65 CNTR 6/66
R2 1} 4.9 OR LESS C 65 CNTR 3/68
R2 O THESE EXPTS. GIVE BR(3GAMMA/2GAMMA)<5.0%10%*-6.
R2 0 1.5 OR LESS CL=.90 AUERBACL 78 CNTR 1/79*
R3 PI0 INTO (E+E+E-E-)/(2 GAMMA) (UNITS 10%%-5) P31 /(P1)
R3 l46 3.1 0.30 MI0s 62 HBC SEE NOTE N BELOW 6/66
R3 THEORET. CALC. MIYAZAKI 73 QUANTUM ELECT. 2/76
R3 N ABOVE VALJE USES PANOFSKY RATIO = 1.62
R4 PIQ INTO (4 GAMMA)/TOTAL (UNITS 10%*-5) (P5) 8/73
R4 A 6.0 OR LESS CL=.90 ABRAMS 73 ASPK 8/73
R4 A ABRAMS 73 GIVES BR(4GAMMA/2GAMMA )<6.1%10%*~-5,
R4 3.8 OR LESS CL=.90 AUERBAC2 78 CNTR 2/79*
RS PIO INTO (E#+ E-)/TOTAL (UNITS 10%*-6) (Pe&) 7(P1) 12/75
RS 0 2. CR LESS CL=.90 DAVIES 74 RVUE 12/75
R5 .223 0.240 0.110 FISCHER2 78 SPRK K+ EXPT. CL=.90 6/78%
RS o CAVXES 74 EXTRACTS THIS INFORMATICN FROM BLOCH 75 K+ EXPERIMENT. 12775
WEIGHTED AVERAGE = 1.207 * 0.080
ERROR SCALED BY 1.8
CHISQ
-BROMMAN 74 CNTR 0.0
‘KRYSHKIN 70 CNTR 1.3
‘BELLETTIN 70 CNTR  B.9
-STAMER 66 EMUL
‘BELLETTIN 65 CNTR 0.7
-UON DARDE 63 CNTR _2.3
13.2
(CONLEY
0 1 2 3 =0.:010)
“NEUTRAL PI DECAY RATE(UNITS 10xx16SEC-1)
9 NEUTRAL PION ELECTROMAGNETIC FORM FACTOR
THE AMPLITUDE FOR THE PROCESS PIO —=> E+ E— GAMMA CONTAINS A
FORM FACTOR GAMMA(X*%2) AT THE (PIO GAMMA GAMMA) VERTEX
WHERE X=MASS(E+E-)/MASS(PIO). THE PARAMETER A IN THE LINEAR
EXPANSION GAMMA(X*%2)=1+A*(X:*2) IS LISTED BELCW.
A LINEAR COEFFICIENT OF PIO ELECTRCMAGNETIC FORM FACTOR
A (-0.15) (0.10) KOBRAK 61 HBC NO RAD. CORR. 2/80%
A 3071 (-0.24) (0.16) SAMIOS 61 HBC NO RAD. CORR. 2/80%
A 2200 (+0.01) (0.11) DEVONS 69 0SPK NO RAD. CORR. 2/80%
A F 30K +0.10 0.03 FISCHERL1 78 SPEC RAD. CORR. 2/80%
A F  ERROR STATISTICAL ONLY. RESULT WITHOUT RAD. CORR.=+0.05+-0.03. 2/80%
e e Rk

REFERENCES FOR NEUTRAL PION

PANGFSKY 51 PR 81 565
CHINOWSK 54 PR 93 586
CASSELS 59 PPS T4 92
HADDOCK 59 PRL 3 478
HILLMAN 59 NC 14 887

W K H PANOFSKY,R L AAMODT,J HADLEY (LRL)
W CHINOWSKY,J STEINBERGER (COLUMBIA)
CASSELS;JONES yMURPHY y O NEILL (LIVERPQOL )
HADDOCK yABASHIAN yCROWE +CZIRR (LRL)
HILLMANy MIDDELKOOPs YAMAGATA, ZAVATTINI(CERN)

BUDAGOV 60 JETP 11 755 BUDAGOV, VIKTOR,DZHELEPOV,ERMOLOV + (JINR)
JOSE PH 60 NC 16 S97 D w JOSEPH (EFI)
SAMIOS 60 NC 18 154 N P SAMIOS (COLUMBIA)
GLASSER 61 PR 123 1014 R G GLASSER,N SEEMAN,B STILLER (NRL)
KGBRAK 61 NC 20 1115 HeKOBRAK (EFI)
SAMIGS 61 PR 121 275 N P SAMIGS (COLUMBI A+BNL)

SAMIOS 62 PR 126 1844 SAMIOS ,PLANOsPRODELL + (COLUMBIA+BNL)

TIETGE 62 PR 127 1324 J TIETGE,W PUESCHEL (MAX PLANCK INST)
CZIRR 63 PR 130 341 JOHN B CZIRR (LRL}
KOLLER 63 NC 27 1405 E L KCLLERsS TAYLOR,T HUETTER (STEVENS)

ALSO 66 STAME!

PETRUKHI 63 SIENA CONF 208 V 1 PETRUKHIN,YU D PROKOSHKIN JINR)
VCN DARD 63 PL 51 VON DARDEL s DEKKERSyMERMOD, VAN PUTTEN#(C[RN)
SHWE 64 PR 1368 1839 H SHWE.F M SMITH,W H BARKAS (LRL)
BELLETTI 65 NC 40 A 1139 BELLETTINI yBEMPORAD, BRACCINI+(PISA+FIRENZE)
ouCLOS 65 PL 19 253 DUCLOS sFREYTAGsHEINTZE + (CERN+HEIDELBERG)
EVAN €5 PR 139 82 D A EVANS (OXFORD)
KUTIN 65 JETP LETT 2 243 KUTI Ny PETRUKHI Ny PROKOSHKIN (JINR)
STAMER 66 PR 151 1108 STAMERy TAYLOR ,KOLLERy HUETTER+ (STEVENS)
VASILEVS &6 PL 23 281 VASILE VSKY s VISHNYAKOVsDUNAITSEV + (DUEBNA)

DEVGNS 69 PR 184 1356
BELLETTI 70 NC 66A 243

+NEMENTHY, NISSIM=SABAT, DI CAPUA+(COLU+RGMA)
BELLETTINI ,BEMPORAD, LUBELSMEY+ (PISA+BCNN)

KRYSHKIN 70 JETP 30 1037 +STERLIGOV,USOV (TCMSK POLYTECH.INST.)
ABRAMS 73 PL 45B €6 +CARROLL yKYCIA,LI,MICHAEL,MOCKETT + {BNL)
MIYAZAKI 73 PR D8 2051 T.MIYAZAKI,E.TAKASUGI (TOKY)

BROWMAN 74 PRL 33 1400
CAVIES T4 NC 24A 324

+DEWIRE ;GITTELMAN, HANSON+
+GUY 4 21A

(CORN+B ING)
(BIRM+RHEL+SHMP)

AUERBAC1 78 PRL 41 275
AUERBAC2 78 PL 788 353
FISCHER1 78 PL 738 359
FISCHER2 78 PL 738 364

+AUERBACH ,HIGHLAND, JOHNSON, +
+AUERBACH, HIGHLANDy JOHNSONy + (TEMP+LASL)
+EXTERMANN,GUI $A Ny MERMOD, + (GEVA+SACL)
+EXTERMANN 4GUI SAN, MERMOD ,MOREL+ (GEVA+SACL)

(TEMP+LASL)

ST
ok kA kAR Rk X

sk Rk ool RORIOKR  olokaoRKok K
ok ook Rk
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Stable Particles

7To, n

14 ETA(549,JPG=0-+) I=0

14 ETA MASS (MEV)

M 53 549.0 1.2 BASTIEN 62 HBC
M 35 546.0 4.0 PICKUP 62 HBC
M S1 548.0 1.0 ALFF 62 HBC
M 549.3 2.9 DELCOURT 63 CNTR
M 148 549.0 0.7 FOELSCHE 64 HBC
M 325 552.0 3.0 KRAEMER 64 DBC
M 548.2 0.65 FOSTER3 65 HBC 1/66
M 250 555.0 2.0 JAMES 66 HBC 6/66
M « o e e s e e s .
M AVG 548.82 0.56 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR DOF 1l.4)
M STUDENT 548.72 0.44 AVERAGE USING STUDENT1O0(H/l.11) —— SEE MAIN TEXT
(SEE IDEOGRAM BELOW )
WEIGHTED AVERAGE = 548.82 * 0.56
ERROR SCALED BY 1.4
—+— - - -JAMES 66 HBC
‘FOSTER3 65 HBC
——— -+ - - ‘KRAEMER 64 DBC
‘FOELSCHE 64 HBC
‘DELCOURT 63 CNTR
‘ALFF 62 HBC
-PICKUP 62 HBC
- ‘BASTIEN 62 HBC
(CONLEV
540 545 550 s55 560 565 20.054)
ETA MASS (MEV)
14 ETA WIDTH
W ETA NXDTH DETER%!NED FROM MASS SPECTRUM (UNITS MEV)
W S1 (10.0) ESS 62 HBC
w 148 (10.0) OR LESS FGELSCHE 64 HBC
W 31 (12.0) OR LESS JAMES 66 HBC 6/66
W (4.0) OR LESS BALTAY 66 DBC 7/66
W (.9) OR LESS CL=.95 JONES 66 CNTR 8767
W ETA WIDTH DETERMINED FROM DECAY RATE (UNITS KEV)
W THIS IS THE PARTIAL DECAY RATE (Wl) FOR THE MODE (ETA INTO 2GAMMA)
W DIVIDED BY THE FITTED BRANCHING FRACTION (P1) FOR THAT MODE.
Ll PR
W FIT 0.85 0.12 FROM FIT

14 ETA PARTIAL DECAY MODES

. DECAV MASSES

P1 ETA INTO 2GAMMA 0+

P2 ETA INTO 3PIO 134+ 134+ 134

P3 ETA INTO PI+ PI- PIO 139+ 139+ 13%

P4 ETA INTO PI+ PI- GAMMA 139+ 139+

PS ETA INTO E+ E- PIO (VIOLATES C IN E.M.I.) 134+ .5+

P6 ETA INTO E+ €- PI+ PI- 139+ 139+ .5# .5
P7 ETA INTO PIO 2GAMMA 134+ 0+ 0

P8 ETA INVO E+ E- GAMMA « 5+ .5+ 0

P9 ETA INTO 2PI10 GAMMA (VIOLATES C) 134+ 134+ 0

PLO ETA INTO PI+ PI- PIO GAMMA 139+ 139+ 134+ 0
P11 ETA INTO PI+ Pl- 2GAMMA 139+ 139+ o+ o
P12 ETA INTO Mu+ MU= 105+ 105

P13 ETA INTO MU+ MU- GAMMA 105+ 105+ ]

P14 ETA INTO MU+ MU- PIO 105+ 105+ 134

P15 ETA INTO PI+ PI- 139+ 139

P16 ETA INTO E+ E- «5¢ .5

FITTED PARTIAL DECAY MODE BRANCHING FRACTIONS

The matrix below is derived from the error matrix for the fitted partial decay mode

branching fractions, P., as follows: The d{agonal elements are Pii 6Pi' where

6P, = \[{8P,6P), while the off-diagonal elements are the normalized correlation coeffi-
cients (8P,0P;) /(8P - 5P)). For the definitions of the individual P

above; only those P; appearing in the matrix are assumed in the fit to be nonzero and

see the listings

are thus constrained to add to 1.

Pl P2 P 3 P 4 P P8
P 1 .3799+-.0098
P 2 2990*-.010
P 3 35 +2358+~-.0056
P 4 .8201 .0489+-.0013
P ~.0939 -.0801 .0314+-.010
P8 -.0494 -.0501 -.0036 .0050+~-,0012
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Stable Particles Data Card Listings

. . .
n For notation, see key at front of Listings.
. ; R3 ETA INTO (P10 ZGAMMAIINEUTRALS (P7) /(P14P2+PT)
3 A
EITTED PARTIAL DECAY MODE RATES R3 S (0.375)  (0.07 DIGIUGND 66 CNTR ERROR DOUBLED 6/66
; : ; ; 3 Qi . R3 THE ERRORS OF DIGIUGNOO 66 HAVE BEEN INCREASED BY A FACTOR
b s t { 1t t N

The matrix below is the branching fraction matrix above, transformed into rate ks B e Tk e Ny N T Y A aCTOR
space; i.e., Gy = I} = I, P, inappropriate units. In analogy to the matrix aboye, R3 SUGGESTED BY THE AUTHORS.

. R - 5G.6G.), whi -di R3 .27 .10 GRUNHAUS 66 0SPK 8767
the diagonal elements are G, * 5(;l where 8G; = \(6G6G,), while the off-diagonal JES, ( o (.044) gy &b Dspx (et
elements are the normalized correlation coefficients (6G;8G))/(8G; * 8G,). Note that, R3 S L244) (.0 FELDMAN 67 0SPK 8767

. ; : R3 S SEE ?HE NOTE ON ETA DECAY INTO NEUTRALS ABOVE.
because of the error in Iy ., the errors and correlations here are not directly derivable e oy e, e RaaLS ABOVE. L2r70
from those above. R3 .122 .052 . 044 COX 70 HBC 6/70
1 G 2 G 3 G 4 G 7 G 8 R3 (.07) OR LESS CL=.90  DEVONS 70 0SPK 12/70
G 1 _324((;)+—.,[:1,50 R3 R 16 047 SCHMITT 70 0SPK 12/70
G 2 9366 .2550+-.0385 R3 R SCHMITT 10 1s A REANALYSIS BUNIATOV 67
G 3 :qasq .6513  ,2011+-.0294 R3 E 0.11) 10.03) STRUGALSK 71 HLBC 5/71
¢ 4 9646 L9471 1.0097  .04174-.0061 R3 E  THIS MEASUREMENT HAS BEEN EXCLUDED BECAUSE THE ERROR APPEARS 2/71
G 7 23661 .3028 +4240 +4226  .0268+-.0104 R3 E  TO BE SERIOUSLY UNDERESTIMATED. 2/71
L5178 .5c8 .5233 .5199 .2318  .0043+-.0012 R3 e ee e e .
¢ = >c82 3 ' R3  AVG “0l042 0.023  AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR CF 1.4)
R3 STUDENT  0.039 0.019  AVERAGE USING STUDENTLO(H/1.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT
R3  FIT 0.044 0.015 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.2)
- R4 ETA INTO (PI+ PI- GAMMA)/(PI+ PI- PIO) (P41 /(P3)
R4 0.14 0.08 FOELSCHE 64 HBC
A DECAY RATES
1 e R4 M 24 (C.73)  (0.25) PAULI 64
T MMA (UNITS KEV (61) R4 M THIS EXPERIMENT HAS NDT BEEN INCLUDED IN THE AVERAGES SINCE IT IS
m 8 £ IN(U SS‘,‘ (0?22, ! BEMPORAD 67 CNTR PRIMAKOFF EFFECT 11/75 R4 M NOT CLEAR THAT THEIR CLASS B EVENTS ARE ACTUALLY FROM ETAS.
Wl 0.324 0.046 BROWMAN 74 CNTR PRIMAKOFF EFFECT 7/74 R4 0.30 0.06 CRAWFORD 66 HBC 6/66
WL B BEMPORAD 67 GIVES W1=1.21+-.26 KEV ASSUMING THAT Wl/TOTAL=0.214. 11/75 R4 .10 .10 KRAEMER 64 DBC 7766
Wl B BEMPORAD PRIVATE COMMUNICATION GIVES MORE GENERAL RESULT AS 11775 R4 <196 .041 FOSTER3 65 HBC 7/66
Wl B W1¥W1/TOTAL=.380+-.083. WE EVALUATE THIS USING WL/TOTAL=.38+-.01. 11/75 R4 .25 035 LITCHFIEL 67 DBC 8/67
Wl B NOT INCLUDED IN AVERAGE BECAUSE THE UNCERTIANTY RESULTING FROM THE 2/76 R4 0.28 0.04 BALTAY2 67 DBC 11767
Wl B  SEPARATIGN OF THE COULOMB AND NUCLEAR AMPLITUDES HAS APPARENTLY 2/76 R4 7250 201 .006 GORMLEY 70 ASPK 6/70
Wl 8  BEEN UNDERESTIMATED. 2116 R4 18K 0.209 0.004 THALER 73 ASPK 6/73
R4 e e e e e e e
Wl e e e e e e
Wi FIT 324 0.046 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0) R4 AVG 0.2074  0.0037 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.
R4 STUDENT  0.2074  0.0037 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) -~ SEE MAIN TEXT
______________ R& FIT 0.2075  0.0033 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
RS ETA INTO (3PI0) + 2/3(PIO 2GAMMA)/ PI+PI-PIO (P2+2/3P7)/P3
H AT RS .3 CRAWFORD 63 HBC 7/66
14 ETA BRANCHING RATIOS RS 2.0 1.0 FOELSCHE 64 HBC 7/66
RS 0.90 0.24 FOSTERL 65 HBC 7766
3 NTO RA HARGED (PL+P24PT)/ (P3+P4+P8) RS S e e ..
‘;i N [Ié ! Iz.r;fm ﬁltcn "o PICKUP 62 HBC RS AVG .91 0.1 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
R1 N 53 (3.200 (1.26) BASTIEN 62 HBC - R5  STUDENT o 91 0.2 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) —- SEE MAIN TEXT
RL N (2.7) (0.8) SHAFER 62 HBC RS FIT 57 0.057 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTCR OF 1.2)
2.6 .9 BUSCHBECK 63 HBC 1/66
;i N 280  (4.5) (1.0) AMES 66 HBC 6766 Re ETA INTO 3P I0/2GAMMA . (P2)/(P1)
Rl N THESE EXPERIMENTS HAVE NOT BEEN USED IN COMPUTING THE AVERAGES R6 (.90) OR MORE CHRETIEN 62 PBC
R1 N AS THEY WERE UNABLE TO SEPARATE CLEARLY PARTIAL MODES (3) AND (4) R6 0.88 0.16 BALTAY1 67 08C 11767
RL N FROM EACH OTHER. THE REPOKTED VALUES THUS PROBABLY CONTAIN R6 1.1 0-29 CENCE 67 0SPK 1/68
RL N SOME (UNKNCWN) FRACTION OF MGDE (4). ';2 0.75 0.0 DEVCNS 70 OSPK 12/70
. 0.23 BALTAY2 67 DBC 11767 L
211 . _2,“: .. 2 . R6  AVG 0.824 0.085  AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.2)
Rl AVG 2. 64 9.22 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0) R6 STUDENT  0.821 0.085  AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) —- SEE MAIN TEXT
RL STUDENT  2.64 0.24 AVERAGE USING STUDENTLO(H/1.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT Re FIT 0.787 0.039 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.1)
Rl FIT 2.452 0.081 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.1) -(SEE IDEOGGRAM BELOW )
R2 ETA INTO 2GAMMA/CHARGED (P1) /(P3+P4+P8)
4 0-99 9.48 CRAWFORD 63 HBC WEIGHTED AVERAGE = 0.B24 * 0.0BS
Rz FIT 1.311 0.053 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR GF 1.1) ERROR SCALED BY 1.2

Note on n > TTOYY

The discrepancies between various measure- Values above of weighted average,
error, and scale factor are for the

reader's convenience only. The
data were actually processed by a
constrained fit program, which

ments of branching ratios involving n - 'ITOYY are

displayed in the ideogram below, in which all rel- calculates its own values of X, &%,
. and scale factor, which are differ-
evant experiments have been converted to a com- ent from the values shown here.

mon ratio, TTOYY/neutrals. Our branching ratio fit

does not include DIGIUGNO 66, FELDMAN 67, or the

CHISQ@
upper limit measurements. See page 43 of "Review [© N\ 'DEVONS 70 OsPK. 0.7
. —+ - - -CENCE 67 DOSPK 1.9
of Particle Properties", Physics Letters 39B, — - - -\ - -BALTAY1 67 DBC 0.1
2.7
No. 1 (1972) for more discussion. (CONLEY
0.4 0.8 1.2 1.6 =0.259)
WEIGHTED AUERAGE = 0.061 # 0.031 ETA INTO (3PIO0). (2GAMMA)
ERROR SCALED BY 2.3
T
R7 ETA INTO 2GAMMA/(PI+ PI- PO) (PL)/(P3)
R7 61 0. FOSTERL 65 HBC
RT wr 132 4 BAGLIN 69 HLBC 7/69
R7 e
RT  AVG 1.69 0.21  AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
a R7 STUDENT  1.69 0.23  AVERAGE USING STUDENT1O(H/1.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT
CHIS R7 FIT 1.611  0.065 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.1)
.- ... ....SCHMITT 70 OSPK 0.9
. .....KONDFSKY 70 DSPK 0.0 R ETA INTO NEUTRAL/(PI+ P1- P10} chaener  on ope (PLTPRIPTI/(PD)
... ... .......DEUDNS 70 DSPK 2.3 RS 3.8 1.1 PAUL I 64 DBC 7/66
R RS 2.89 0.56 ALFF=STET 66 HBC 9/66
cox 70 HBC 1.6 RrE 244 3.6 0.6 FLATTE2 67 HBC 1768
+fp ... .BUTTRAM 70 OSPK 3.4 RS 29 3.4 1.1 AGUILAR-B 72 HBC 11772
e R8 B 70 2.8 0.80 BLOODWORT 72 HBC 11/72
JACQUET 69 HLBC 0.6 RS 74 .5 1.8 KENDALL 74 0S 12/75
- “FELDMAN 67 DSPK 13.4 R B  ERROR TNCREASED FROM PUBLISHED VALUE 0.5 0Y_ 5LOOWORTHs PRIV. COMM. 1943
L RS ..
BALTAY1 67 DBC 0.8 R8  AVG 3026 0.30"  AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
— © .- - “UAHLIG 66 OSPK R8 STUDENT  3.26 0.33  AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) —= SEE MAIN TEXT
.. .GRUNHAUS 66 DSPK 4.4 RE FIT 3.01 0.10  FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.1)
... .DIGIUGND 66 CNTR 19.0 R9 ETA INTO (E+E-PION/(PI4PI-PIO) (UNITS 10Wk-4) — (P5)/(P3)
e a R9 110. s 65 HBC
. R o 77 on Less 5 Hac
(CONLEU RS 42.  OR LESS 67 HLBC 8/67
-0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 =0.000) R9 0 16. OR LESS 67 HLEC 11767
RS 1.9 OR LESS 75 0SPK 12/75

ETA B.R. INTO (PIO 2GAMMA)/NEUTRALS
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Data Card Listings

For notation, see key at front of Listings.

Stable Particles
n

R10 ETA INTO (E+E-PI+PI-}/TOTAL (UNITS 10%%-2) (P6) R22 ETA INTO (P10 2GAMMA)/TOTAL 7
R10 .7)  OR LESS RITTENBER 65 HBC 6/66 R22 .12 OR LESS CL=.95 JACQUET 69 HLBC 6/70
R22 e e e e
R11 ETA INTO (E+E-PI+PI—1/(PI+P I-GAMMA) (P6) /(P4) R22 FIT 0.031 0.011 FROM FIT
R11 1 0.026 0.026 GROSSMAN 66 HBC 6/66
. i r23 ETA INTO MUMU-/TOTAL (UNITS 1o%ks) (P12)
R12 ETA INTO 2 GAMMA/NEUTRALS (P1)/(PL+P2+PT) R23 o 2. LESS CL=.95  WEHMANN = 68 OSPK 4768
R1Z S (0.416)  (0.044) DIGIUGNO 66 CNTR ERROR DOUBLED 6/66
R12 RS ,07 GRUNHAUS 66 0SPK 8767 R24 ETA INTO MU+MU-PIO/TOTAL (UNITS 10%%-4) (P14)
R12 S 1579 (.0 MAN 67 0SPK 8767 R24 5. OR LESS WEHMANN 68 0S PK 4768
R12 S  SEE YHE NOTE ON ETA DECAV mm NEUTRALS Anave .
R12 T (0.39) (0. 66 CNTR 8/67 R2S ETA INTO MUSMU-/ZGAMMA (UNITS 1044-5) (P12)/(P1)
R12 T THIS RESULT FROM ccnemms CRDSS SECT]CINS FROM TWJ DIFFERENT EXPTS. R25 -2 HYAMS 69 0sPK 1769
R12 .59 .033 11767
R12 I535 ‘o018 FR T A 12770 R26 ETA INTO (PIO 2GAMMA}/(3PIO + PIO 2GAMMA) (PTY/(P2+PT)
R12 486 T036 cox 70 HBC 6770 R26° N 0.1 0.3 KANOF SKY 70 OSPK 2/71
R12 0.57 0.09 STRUGALSK 71 HLBC s/71 R26 N WE HAVE CHANGED THE ERROR ON THIS EXPERIMENT FROM +0.3,-0.1 2/71
R12 113 0.60 0.14 KENDALL 74 OSPK 12775 R26 N TO THE ABOVE +0.3,-0,3 SINCE IT IS CLEAR FROM FIGURE 7 IN THE 2/71
R12 L R26 N ' ARTICLE THAT A CENTRAL. VALUE OF 0.0 IS ABOUT AS PROBABLE AS THE 2/71
R1Z AVG 0.535 0.018  AVERAGE (ERRGR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.3) R26 . N CUOTED VALUE OF 0.1. 2/71
R12 STUDENT  0.535 0.016  AVERAGE USING STUDENTLO(H/1.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT R26 s en st .
R12- FIT 0.535 0.013 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.2) R26 FIT 0.095 0.032 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTCR OF 1.2)
(SEE IDEQGRAM BELGW ) ’
R27 ETA INTO (P1+ PI-1/TOTAL (UNITS 10%t-2) (P15) 6/73
R27 .15 OR LES THALER 73 ASPK CON. LEV. NOT GIVEN 6/73
WEIGHTED RUERAGE = 0.535 = 0.018
R28 ETA INTO (E+E-GAMMA}/(PL+PI1-PI0} (UNITS 108k-2) {PBY/(P3)
ERROR SCALED BY 1.3 R28 4 75 05l 2776
- Koo ) VALUE SHANGED BY ERRATUM. 2176
R28 e e .
R28 FIT 2.11 0.50" FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
. R29 ETA INTO (E+ E-)/TOTAL (UNITS 10%%-4) (Pl6)
Values above of weighted average, R29 D 3. OR LESS CL=.90 DAVIES T4 RVUE 2/18
error, and scale factor are for the R29 D ODAVIES 74 EXTRACTS THIS INFORMATION FROM ESTEN 67. 2/78
reader's convenience only. The -
wally processed by a R30 ETA INTO (MU+ MU- GAMMA)/TOTAL  (UNITS 10%%-4) (P13) 2/79%
izﬁ;tv::f:egcftlt pr‘éé’ram Whmhy R30 100 1.5 0.75 BUSHNIN 78 SPEC 2779%
s
calculates its own values of X, 8%, | —e__.__
and scale factor, which are differ- ]
ent from the values shown here. 14 ETA C-NONCONSERVING DECAY PARAMETERS
CHISQ RELATED TEXT SECTION VI C.1
KENDALL 74 OSPK AL LEFT-RIGHT ASYMMETRY PARAMETER FOR PI+ PI- PIO (UNITS 10%%-2)
-STRUGALSK 71 HLBC 0.1 Al 1351 7.2 2. BALTAY 66 pBC 8/66
. . Al 1300 5.8 3.4 CLPWY 66 HBC 8/66
cox 70 HBC 1.9 Al 10665  (0.3) (1.0) CNOPS 66 OSPK REPL BY MULLER 69 8/67
—+ -BUTTRAM 70 OSPK 0.0 AL 705 -6.1 4.0 LARRIBE 66 HBC 8/67
X AL 636800  (1.5) (.5) GORMLEY3 68 ASPK . 6/68
BUNIATOV 67 OSPK 2.8 Al 10709 .3 1.1 MULL ER 69 0SPK 9/69
+ -6RUNHAUS 66 OSPK 1.8 Al 1138 -1.4 3. CARPENTR 70 HBC 6/70
6.6 Al 349 3.2 5.4 . DANBURG 70 DBC 2/71
. AL 220K -0.05 0.22 LAYTER 72 ASPK 8/72
(CONLEV Al 165K 0.28 0. JANE1 74 0SPK 3/74
0.3 0.5 0.7 0.9 =0.157) Al Y°Z0rmieva os AsvMieTRy PROBABLYDUE TO UNMEASURED (E X B) SPK. CH. 3/74
Al G EFFECTS. NEW EXPTS. WITH (E X B) CCNTROLS DONT OBSERVE ASYMMETRY. 3/74
ETA INTO (2 GAMMA) /NEUTRALS Al e e e e e e
Al AVG 0.12 0.17 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0}
a13 ETA INTO'3P10/NEUTRALS (P2)/(PLep 24P T) AL STUDENT  0.11 0.19 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) —- SEE MAIN TEXT
R3S “("52‘)" ‘((’"1’3‘;’ g;g;gﬁﬁ‘g o0 Suam ERROR DOUBLED bree A2 LEFT-RIGHT ASYMMETRY PARAMETER FOR PIt PI- GAMMA (UNITS 10%%-2)
IS LA AR o5 osbk 2;27 A2 33 -2. 7. CRAWFORD 66 11766
R3S see TreNOTE oN eu nscnv INTO NEUTRALS ABOVE. Ay lez0 1 S LoLCHRIEL o gif,K s/l
R13 41 BUNIATOV 67 OSPK 11767 A2 7257 1.22 1156 GCRMLEY 70 ASPK 6/70
R13 R REDUNDANT TNFORMATION FROM THIS EXPERIMENT. a2 Sex o5 ol6 THALER. 72 ASPK 812
R13 R (.439)  (.024 UTTRAM 70 DSPK 12/70 A2 35K 1.2 ove JANE2 7% 0SPK 3774
R13 .392 L042 HBC 6170
e 053 oS X GALSK 1y et ALY A2 N MULLER 69 1S SENSITIVE ONLY TO UPPER .4 OF GAMMA-RAY SPECTRUM.
. - A2 -
gig 7 0.40 0.14 KENDALL 74 0SPK 12775 Az AVG 0.88 0.40"  AVERAGE (ERRCR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
R13 ave *0387" * 6.525  AVERAGE (ERRCR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR GF 1.0) Az STUDENT  C.88 0.45 AVERAGE USING STUDENTIO(H/1.11) —— SEE MAIN TEXT
R13 STUDENT  0.397 0.027  AVERAGE USING STUDENT1O0(H/1.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT AS SEXTANT ASYMMETRY PARAMETER FOR PI+ P1- PI0 (UNITS 10%%—2) '
R13 FIT 0.421 0.014 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.1) s 1300 Plar 3. CLPWY 66 HBC 12775
R14  ETA INTO PIO (2 GAMMA}/2GAMMA (P71/(P1) a3 % o a2 PRI e }Sﬂg
Rl4 (.5) OR LESS CL=.90 WAHLIG 66 SPRK /66 s 220K 0.10 0022 LAYTER 72 ASPK 12775
R14 0.0 9.14 EALYAYL 6T DBC ilze1 AS 165  0.20 0.25 JANEL 74 0SPK 12/75
R14 P (0.05)  (0.04) BONAMY 67 SPRK PRELIMINARY RESULT 11/67 As : .
R14 e e e e e e
ttonat toa e AS  AVG 0.19 0.16 AVERAGE (ERRCR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
R14 FIT 0.083 0.030 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.2) AS STUDENT  0.19 0.17  AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT
R T N L Tl NIt ook 65 Hoe ) 6r66 AQ QUADRANT ASYMMETRY PARAMETER FOR PI+ PI- PIO (UNITS 10%*-2)
R15 0.084 OR LESS CL=.90  BAZIN 68 DBC 6768 :2 fig,ﬁ :g'gz, 8152 _L,“EER ;i 325'; igﬂ;
R15 o 0.016 OR LESS CL=.90  MARTYNOV 76 HLEC /71 aQ oL e,
AQ AVG -0.17 0.17 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
gi: ETA me ZGAMMA/(BPXO + P10 zangzéél 63' CNTR (PL)/(P2+PT) 1766 AQ STUDENT -0.17 0.18 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) -~ SEE MAIN TEXT
R16
BET BETA FOR ETA TO P1+ PI- GAMMA. SENSITIVE TO D-WAVE CONTRIBUTION.
R16 FIT "17150" 7 5.060 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.2) BET  ON/DCOS THETA = SIN#%2 THETA % (1 4 BETA * COS%%2 THETA) 12775
BET 7250 -0.060  0.065 GORMLEY 70 WIRE 12/75
R17 ETA INTO (PL+PI=PIO GAMMA)/ (PI+PI-PI0) (UNITS 10%a-2) . BET L o.12 0.06 THALER 12 ASPK 12775
BET 35K 0.11 0.11 74 0SPK 12/75
a ;’]'g o tgzz ';:’;&E o :gg g;"Z’ BET L AUTHORS DONT BELIEVE THIS TO INDICATE D-WAVE BECAUSE DEPENDENCE OF 12/75
e e OR iies N T LA Riet BET L BETA ON GAMMA ENERGY INCONSISTENT WITH THEOR. PREDICTION. 12/75
s 19 o LEes ANoLD o8 msc FAL BET L COS**2 DEPENDENCE MAY ALSO COME FRCM P AND F-WAVE INTERFERENCE. 12775
. BET e e e e ..
R17 0  0.24 OR LESS THALER 73 ASPK 6/73 BET AVG 0.047  0.062 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.5)
RIS ETAINTO (PLePI- ZoAMMA)/(PLePI-PIO) (P11 (P3) BET STUDENT  0.053 0.053  AVERAGE USING STUDENTLO0(H/1.11) —- SEE MAIN TEXT
R18 .909 OR LESS CcE 67 HBC 8/67 (SLE IDEOGRAM BELOW )
R18 .016 OR LESS CL=.95 PALTAvz  er oBE 11767 14 ENERGY DEPENDENCE OF ETA DALITZ PLOT
RS ETAINTO 3P10/(PL+ PI- PIO) saGLINZ 67 Hupc AN/ a/67 op RELATED TEXT SECTION VI C.2
tie 12, olho 017 sbiiote el heae A op THE FOLLOWING EXPTS FIT TO ONE OR MORE OF THE COEFFICIENTS
op A+BsC+Dy, OR E FOR ETA TO PI+ PI- PIO
Re 1.50 15 <29 EAGLIN 69 HLBC 7/69 op MATRIX ELEMENT®w2-1 + A%Y. + BR(YHH2) + CHX + DR(XE®2) + EXXKY
R19 AVG 1.46 0.13 AVERAGE (ERRCR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR GF 1.0} o I S ey e WY ee oo e 12075
R19 STUDENT  1.46 0.1%4 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT op 7170 SEE TEXT SEC VI C.5 CNOPS 68 0SPK 12775
RL9 FIT 1.268 0.060 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.1) op 37K SEE TEXT SEC VI C.2 CORMLEY3 68 WIRE 12775
R20 ETA INTO 2GAMMA/((3PI0)+2/3(P10 2GAMMA]) (PL)/(P242/3PT} o 132 SEE T §§§ M S SLENTR o meoC iiﬂz
R20 1.10 0.5 MULLER 63 DBC 7/66 :
2 op 349 SEE TEXT SEC VI C.2 DANBURG 70 DBC 12/15
SR R DP . 7250 SEE TEXT SEC VI C.2 GORMLEY 70 WIRE 12/75
R20 FIT 1.187 0.058 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.2) op 220K SEE TEXT SEC VI C.2 CAYTER 72 ASPK 12778
R21 ETA INTO NEUTRALS/TOTAL (PLeP24PT) op 81K SEE TEXT SEC VI C.2 LAYTER 73 ASPK 12/75
R21 .79 .08 BUNIATOV 67 OSPK 11767 40 ALPHA PARAMETER FOR ETA TO 3 PIO
ggi 16K <705 »008 BASILE 71 CNTR MM SPECTROMETER 8/71 A0 MATRIX ELEMENT ¥%2 = 1 + 2%ALPHAXZ (SEE TEXT sec VI C.3) 12/75
R21 AVG 0.7058  0.0080 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0) 0 192 -0.32 0.37 BAGLIN 70 HLB 12775
R21 STUDENT  0.7058 - 0.0086 AVERAGE USING STUDENTLO(H/1.L11) —- SEE MAIN TEXT
R21 FIT 0.7103  0.0068 FROM FIT (ERRCR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.1)
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S72 Particle Data Group: Review of particle properties

Stable
n, K*

Data Card Listings

For notation, see key at front of Listings.

Particles

WEIGHTED AVERAGE = 0.047 * 0.062 BASILE 71 NC 3A 796 +BOLLINI,DALPIAZ, FRAEETTI#A(CERN.BGNA.S'{S&;
TRUGALS 71 NP B27 429 +CHUVILO, GEMESYy IVANOVSKAYA +
ERROR SCALED BY 1.5 ACOLLARS T3 PR 0a 29 AGUILAR-BENI TEZ »CHUNG »EISNER,SAMIOS  (BNL)
—_—T BLOODWOR 72 NP 839 525 BLOODWORTH , JACKSON, PRENTICE,YOON  (TORONTQ)
LAYTER 72 PRL 29 316 +APPELKOTLEWSKI 4 LEEs ST EIN, THALER (coLu)
THALER 72 PRL 29 313 +APPEL yKOTLEWSKI s LAYTER,LEE,STEIN (ccLy)
LAYTER 73 PR D7 2565 +APPEL s KOTLEWSKI ;LEE s STEINsTHALER (coLu)
THALER 73 PR D7 2569 +APPEL,KOTLEWSKI,LAYTER,LEE,STEIN (coLU)
BROWMAN 74 PRL 32 1067 +DEWIRE sGITTELMAN; HANSONy LOH +  (CORN+BING)
DAVIES 74 NC 24A 324 +GUY,ZIA (BIRM+RHEL+SHMP)
JANEL 74 PL 488 260 +JONES, L IPMAN, OWEN, PENNEY+ (RHEL+LOWC+SUSS)
JANE2 T4 PL 48B 265 +JONE Sy LIPMAN,QWEN,PENNEY+ (RHEL+LOWC+SUSS)
KENDALL 74 NC 21A 387 +LANOU;MASSIMO, SHAPIRO + (BROW+BARI+MIT)
JANEL 75 PL 598 99 +GRANNI S, JONES,LIPMAN, OWEN + (RHEL+LGWC)
JANE2 75 PL 598 103 ‘+GRANNIS; JONES,L IPMAN, OWEN + (RHEL+LOWC )
ALSO 76 PL (TO BE PUBL.) ERRATUM, M.R.JANE, PRIVATE COMMUNICATION.
MARTYNOV 76 SJUNP 23 48 +SALTYKOV, TARASOVUZHINSKI I (JINR)
BUSHNIN 78 PL 798 147 +DZHELYADIN,GOLOVK IN , GR ITSUCK + (SERP)
ALSO 78 SJINP 28 775 BUSHNINGOLOVKIN ,GRI TSUKsDZHELYADIN+ (SERP)
CHISQ QUANTUM NUMBER DETERMINATIONS NOT REFERRED TO IN THE DATA CARDS
‘JANE2 74 0OSPK 0.3 BASTIEN 62 PRL 8 114 BASTIEN, BERGE,DAHL s FERRO-LUZZ I, MILLER+(LRL)
. 5 CARMONY 62 PRL 8 117 D CARMONY,A ROSENFELD,VAN DE WALLE (LRL)
THALER 72 RASPK 1.5 ROSENFEL 62 PRL 8 293 A ROSENFELDyD CARMONY, VAN DE WALLE (LRL)
-6ORMLEY 70 WIRE _2.7
4.5 AR Rk R *
i L EE L R Ll e
(CONLEV
-0.3 -0.1 0.1 0.3 0.5 =0.104)
BETA FOR ETA TO PI+ PI- GAMMA 10 CHARGED K(494,J4P=0-) I=1/2
10 CHARGED K MASS (MEV)
AR ERER AR %
M 493.9 0.2 COHEN 57 RVUE +
REFERENCES FOR ETA " 493.7 0.3 BARKAS 63 EMUL -
M 493.78 0.17 GREINER 65 EMUL +  VIA TAJ DECAY 7766
PEVSNER 61 PRL T 421 PEVSNER,KRAEMER y NUSSBAUM,RICHARDSON + (JHU) MooA (493.87)  (0.19) KUNSELMAN 71 CNTR - KAONIC ATOMS 10771
M 453,691 0.040 BACKENSTO 73 CNTR - KAONIC ATOMS 1773
ALFF 62 PRL 9 322 ALFF yBERLEY,COLLEY,BRUGGER + (COLU+RUTGERS) MoA 493.662 0.19 KUNSELMAN 74 CNTR - KAONIC ATOMS 3/74
BASTIEN .62 PRL 8 114 BASTIEN, BERGE,DAHL ,FERRO-LUZZI + (LRL) M 493,657 0.020 CHENG 75 CNTR - KAONIC ATOMS or77
CHRETIEN 62 PRL 9 127 CHRETIEN+  (BRAN+BROWN+HARVARD+MIT+PADOVA ) M 493.67 029 9 EMUL $— E4E— ——> K+ Ke T/79%
PICKUP 62 PRL 8 229 E PICKUPsROBINSON, SALANT (CNRC+BNL) MoA KUNSELMAN 74 UPDATES KuNSELMAN 71 wxm IMPROVED KAONIC ATOM CALC. 3774
SHAFER 62 CERN CONF 307 J SHAF ER, FERRG-LUZZI, MURRAY + (UCB+LRL) M e e e e e e,
M 493.668 0.015  AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0}
BACCI 63 PRL 11 37 BACCI,PENSO, SALVINI + (ROMA+FRAS) M STUDENT 493,668 0.017  AVERAGE USING STUDENTLO(H/l.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT
BUSCHBEC 63 SIENA CONF 1 166 BUSCHBECK-CZAPPsCOOPER + (VIENNA,CERN,AMST) M FIT 493.669 0.015 FROM .FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0) 2/80%
CRAWFORD 63 PRL 10 546 F S CRAWFORDLLOYD,F OWLER (LRL+DUKE}
ALSD 66 PRL 16 907 F S CRAWFORDyL LLOYDyE FOWLER (LRL+DUKE) |
DELCOURT 63 PL 7 215 DELCOURT ,LEFRANCOIS, PEREZ Y JORBA+ (ORSAY)
MULLER 63 SIENA CONF 99 MULLER,PAULT + (SACL+RCMA) 10 (K+) - (K-) MASS DIFFERENCE (MEV)
FOELSCHE 64 PR 134 B 1138 H W FOELSCHE,H L KRAYBILL (YALE) DM F  1.5M  —0.032 0. 72 ASPK +- /12
KRAEMER 64 PR 136 B 496 KRAEMERy MADANSKY; FIELDS +  (JHU+NWES+WCOD) DM F FORD 72 USES mm.; me ) = *za» 70 KEV. 1773
PAUL T 64 PL 13 351 E PAULI+A MULLER (SACLAY)
FOSTERL 65 PR 138 B 652 FOSTER,PETERS,MEER LOEFFLER + (WISC+PURDUE)
FOSTER2 65 ATHENS FOSTER,GOOD, M (WISCONSIN) 10 CHARGED K MEAN LIFE (UNITS 10%%-8)
FOSTER3 65 THESIS M.C.FOSTER (WISCONSIN)
PRICE 65 PRL 15 123 L.R. PRICE,F.S. CRAWFORD (LRL) T CHAR. K MEAN LIFE
RITTENBE 65 PRL 15 556 RITTENBERG,KALBFLEISCH (LRL+BNL) T (0.95)  (0.36)  (0.25) ILOFF 56 EMUL
. T 0 52  (1.60) (0.3) (0.3) EISENBERG 58 EMUL
ALFF-STE 66 PR 145 1072 ALFF-STEINBERGER,BERLEY+ (COLUNBIA+RUTGERS) T 1.21 0.06 0.06 BURROWES 59 CNTR
BALTAY 66 PRL 16 1224 +FRANZ INIsKIM, KIRSCH+(COLUMBIA+STONY BROOK) T 0 33 (1.38) (0.24)  (0.24) FREDEN 60 EMUL
CLPWY 66 PR 149 1044 COLUMBIA,LRL +PURDUE,HISCONSIN, YALE T o (1.25)  (0.22)  (0.17) BARKAS 61 EMUL
CNGPS 66 PL 22 546 CNOPS,FINUCCHXARS.LASSALLEﬁ(CERNyETH.SACL) T 0 51 (1.27) (0.36)  (0.23) BHOWMIK 61 EMUL
CRAKFORD 66 PRL 16 333 F.S.CRAKFORD, L.R.PRICE L) T 293 1.31 0.08 0.08 NORDIN 61 HBC -
T (1.24)  (0.07) NORD IN 61 RVUE -
DIGIUGND 66 PRL 16 767 OIGIUGND, GIORGIy STLVESTRI+ (NAPLvTRSTvFRASl T 1.231 .011 0.011 BOYARSKI 62 CNTR +
GROSSMAN ‘66 PR 146 993 R GROSSMAN,L PRICE,F CRAWF T 1.2443  0.003 FITCH 65 CNTR + K AT REST 6766
GRUNHAUS 66 TFESIS J<GRUNHAUS (CDLUMBIA) T 1.221 0.011 FORD 67 CNTR +- 8/67
JAMES 66 PR 142 896 F E JAMESsH L KRAYBILL (YALE+BNL) T 1.2272  0.0036 LDBKONICZ 69 CNTR + K IN FLIGHT 9766
JGNES 66 PL 23 597 JONE S, BINNIE y DUANE yHORSEY y MASON, (LCICy RHEL ) T am 1.238 0.0016 CNTR + STOPPING K 2771
LARRIBE 66 PL 23 600 LARR IBEy LEVEQUE, MULLER, PAUL I, + (SACL+RHEL) T O OLD EXPERIMENTS WITH LARGE ERRORS Excwosu FROM AVERAGING 2/71
WAHLIG 66 PRL 17 221 WAHLIG y SHIBATA, MANNELLI (MIT+PISA) T . .
T AVG 102370 © 0.0032  0.0032 AVERAGE (ERROR INCL. SCALE FACTOR OF 2.4)
BAGLINL 67 PL-24B 637 BAGLINy BEZAGUET  DEGRANGE, + (EPOL+UCB) T  STUDENT  1.2374 0.0016  0,0016 AVG BY STUDENT10(H/1.11) —- SEE MAIN TEXT
BAGLINZ 67 BAPS 12 567 BAGLINsBEZAGUET,DEGRANGE,+ (EPOL+UCB) T FIT 1.2371  0.0026 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.9)
BALTAYL 67 PRL 19 1495 BALT AY, FRANZINI, KIMy NEWMAN+ (COLU+BRAN) (SEE IDEOGRAM BELOW )
BALTAY2 67 PRL 19 1458 BALTAY ,FRANZINI  KI My NEWMAN+ (COLU+STON)
BEMPORAD 67 PL 258 380 BEMPORAD; BRACCINI ; FOA,LUBELSMEY+{PISA,BCNN)
ALSO PRIVATE COMMUNICATION
BILLING 67 PL 258 435 BILLINGs BJLLOCKs ESTENy GOVAN, + (LOUC, OXF ) WEIGHTED AVERAGE = 0.B0B4 = 0.0021
BUNAMY 67 HEIDELBERG CONF. BONAMY, SGNOEREGGER (SACLAY) ERROR SCALED BY 2.4
BCGWEN 67 PL 248 206 BOWEN, CNOP S o FINOCCHIARDO s+ (CERN+ETH+SACL)
BUNIATOV 67 PL 258 560 BUNI ATOVZAVATTINI, DEINET, + (CERN+KARL ) 7
CENCE 67 PRL 19 1393 CENCE, PETERSONy STENGERy CHIU+  (HAWAII+LRL) Values above of weighted average,
ESTEN 67 PL 248 115 +GOVAN,KNIGHT  MILLER, TOVEY + (LOUC+CXF) error, and scale factor are for the
FELOMAN 67 PRL 18 868 FELDMAN, FRATI, GLEESON yHALPERN,+ (PENN) reader's convenience only. The
FLATTE 67 PRL 18 976 SeM.FLATTE iLKt)) data were actually processed by a
FLATYE2 67 PR 163 1441 S.M,FLATTE AND C.G.WOHL LRI : fit program, whi
LITCHFIE 67 PL 248 486 LITCHFIELDyRANGAN, SEGAR,SM!TM(RHEL«SACLAV) z:;‘:ﬁf:tieﬂed_t.sltosmc‘gmfxs ofhlECh6¥
PRICE 67 PRL 18 1207 L.R.PRICEsF.S.CRAWFORD L) s 1 - 2 D¥s
and scale factor, which are differ-
ARNGLD 68 PL 27B 466 +PATY,BAGL IN; BINGHAM+ (STRB+MADR+EPOL+UCB) ent from the values shown here.
BAZIN 68 PRL 20 895 BAZIN,GOSHAWsZACHER ,+ (PRINCETON, QUEENS)
BULLOCK 68 PL 278 402 +ESTENy FLEMINGy GOVAN,HENDER SON , OWEN+ (LOUC)
GORMLEY3 68 PRL 21 402 GORMLEY sHYMAN¢LEE+NASH, PEOPLES+  (COLU+BNL ) CHISQ
+ + +
WEHMANN 68 PRL 20 748 WEHMANN,ENGELSy+ (HARV+CASE+SLAC+CORN+MCGT) . .OTT 214 CNTR 0.4
BAGLIN 69 PL 298 445 BAGLIN,BEZAGUE T4+ (EPOL,UCE,MADR,STRB) -LOBKOWICZ 69 CNTR 7.3
ALSO 70 NP B22 66 +BEZAGUET , DEGRANGE y MUSSET +( EPOL,MADR, STRS )
HYAMS 69 PL 298 128 HYAMS, KOCH s POTTER,VON LINDERN; + (CERN,MPIM) -FORD 67 CNTR
JACGUET 69 NC 58 743 JACQUET,NGUYEN-KHAC, HAA TUF T+ (EPOL,BERG) “FITCH 65 CNTR 3.7
MULLER 69 THESIS ARMAND MULLER (STRB) .BOYARSKI 62 ONTR
BAGLIN 70 NP B22 66 +BEZAGUET ,DEGRANGE sMUSSET+ (EPBL+MADR:;;I;S)) “NORDIN 61 HBC
BUTTRAM 70 PRL 25 1358 +KREI SLERsMISCHKE
CARPENTR 70 PR Dl 1303 CARPENTER,BINKLEY s CHAPMAN ;COX s DAGAN+ (DUKE) BURROWES 69 CNTR
ox 70 PRL 24 534 COXy FORTNEYy GOLSON (DUKE) 11.4
DANBURG 70 PR D2 2564 +ABOLINSyDAHL sDAVIES yHOCH ¢ KIRZ y+ (LRL) 0.70 0.75 0.80 0.85 0.0 0 éS (CONLEU
DEVGNS 70 PR D1 1936 +GRUNHAUS yKOZLOWSKI, NEMETHY +  (COLU,SYRA) . . . - . . =0.003)
GORMLEY 70 PR D2 50 GORMLE Y;HYMAN,LEE,NASH,PEOPLES+ (COLU+BNL) _
ALSO 70 NEVIS 181(THES]S) MICHAEL GORMLEY (COLU) CHARGED K DECAY RATE (UNITS 10xxB SEC-1)
KANGFSKY 70 NC 68 413 A. KANOF SKY (LEHI)
SCHMITT 70 PL 328 638 +BUNTATOV, ZAVATTINI, DEINET+ (CERNy KARL)
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Particle Data Group: Review of particle properties

Data Card Listings

For notation, see key at front of Listings.

10 ((K+) = (K-))/AVG., MEAN LIFE DIFFERENCE (PERCENT)
DT N THIS QUANTITY IS A MEASURE OF CPT INVARIANCE IN W.I.
0T 0.47 0.30 7 CNTR 8767
ot 0.090 0.078 LDBKUHICZ 69 CNTR 12770
o7 D N T
DT AVG 0.114 0.093 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.2)
DT STUDENT 0.112 0.083 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT
10 CHARGED K PARTIAL DECAY MODES
DECAY MASSES
P1 CHAR. K INTO MU NEU K MU2 105+
P2 CHAR, K INTO PI PIO K PI2 139+ 134
P3 CHAR. K INTO PI PI+ PI- TAU 139+ 139+ 139
P4 CHAR. K INTO PI 2PIO TAU PRIME 139+ 134+ 134
P5 CHAR. K INTC MU PIO NEU K MU3 105+ 134+ 0
P6 CHAR. K INTO E PIO NEU K E3 <5+ 134+ 0
P7 K+ INTQ PI+ PI- E+ NEU K E+ 4 139+ 139+ .5+ 0
P8 K+ INTQ PI+ PI+ E- NEU K E=- 4 139+ 139+ .5+ 0
P9 K+ INTO PI+ PI- MU+ NEU KeMU+ 4 139+ 139+ 105+ 0
P10 K+ INTOD PI+ PI+ MU- NEU K+MU~ 4 139+ 139+ 105+ [}
P11 CHAR. K INTO E NEU K E2 o5+ [}
P12 CHAR. K INTC MU NEU GAMMA K MU RAD 105+ o+ 0
P13 CHAR. K INTC PI PIO GAMMA K PI RAD 139+ 134+ ]
Pla CHAR. K INTO PI PI+ PI- GAMMA TAU RAD 139+ 139+ 139+ o
P15 CHAR. K INTO PI E+ E- PI E E 136+ .5+ .5
Ple CHAR. K INTO PI MU+ MU- PI MU MU 139+ 105+ 105
P17 CHAR. K INTO PI GAMMA GAMMA PI GAM GAM 139+ o+ o]
P18 CHAR. K INTO PIO E NEU GAMMA PI E NEU GAM 134+ .5+ o+ o
P19 K4-~ INTO PI-+ E+- E+ PI~+E+—E+~ 139+ .5+ .5
P20 CHAR. K INTO PI NEU NEU PI NEU NEU 139+ 0+ o
P21 CHAR. K INTO E NEU GAMMA K E2 RAD «5+ o+ 0
P22 CHAR. K INTO PI GAMMA K PI GAM 139+ 0
P23 CHAR. K INTO PI 3GAMMA PI 3GAM 139+ 0+ 0+
P24 CHYAR. K INTO PIO PIO E NEU K E4 2PI10 134+ 134+ .5+ o .
P25 K¢ INTO PI- E+ MU+ PI-E+MU+ 139+ .5+ 105
P26 K+ INTO PI+ E+ MU- PI+E+MU- 139+ .5+ 105
P27 CHAR. K INTO MU NEU NEU NEUBAR MU 3NEU 105+ o+ o+ 0
P28 CHAR. K INTO PIO MU NEU GAMMA PI MU NEU GAM 134+ 105+ o+ ]
P29 K+ INTO PI+ MU+ E- PI+MU+E- 139+ 105+ .5
P30 CHAR. K INTC MU NEU E+ E- MU NEU E+E- 105+ 0+ .5+ .5
P31 K= INTO MU-+ NEU E+— E+-— MU-+ NEU 2E+- 105+ 0+ .5+ .5
P32 CHAR. K INTO NEU E E E NEU 3E 0+ .5+ .5+ .5
P33 CHAR. K INTO E NEU NEU NEUBAR E 3NEU o5+ 0+ 0+ 0o
CHARGED K CONSTRAINED FIT .
OVERALL FIT OF MEAN LIFEy WIDTHS AND BRANCHING
RATIOS USES 59 DATA POINTS TO DETERMINE SIX 3/78
QUANTITIES. OVERALL FIT HAS CHISQ=78.0. MAIN 3/78
CONTRIBUTION (13.2) COMES FROM R19 OF HAIDT 3/78

71 (WE SEE NO REASON TO REJECT THIS EXPERIMENT
AT THIS TIME)

FITTED PARTIAL DECAY MODE BRANCHING FRACTIONS

The matrix below is derived from the error matrix for the fitted partial decay mode
branching fractions, Pi' as follows: The diagonal elements are Pii 6Pi, where

6P, = /(8P 5P, while the off-diagonal elements are the normalized correlation coeffi-
cients (8P,6P;) /(5P; - 6P,).

above; only those P, appearing in the matrix are assumed in the fit to be nonzero and

For the definitions of the individual Pi' see the listings

are thus constrained to add to 1.

LR P2 P 3 P4 (] (33
P 1 .6350+-.0016
P2 -.7380 .2116+-.0015
P 3 -.1919 ~.0353  .0559+-.0003
P4 -.1818 .0349 .2039 . 0173+-.0005
P 5 -.2726 -.2321 -.1178 -.3230 .0320+-.0009
P 6 -.3389 -.1385 .1500 .0257 .2125 .0482+-.0005

FITTED PARTIAL DECAY MODE RATES

The matrix below is the branching fraction matrix above, transformed into rate

space; i.e., G; =

., in approprxate units.
= \{(8G;5G;), while the off-diagonal
clements are the normalized correlation coefficients (8G{8G,) /(8G, * 8G,). Note that,

because of the error in I‘total’ the errors and correlations here are not directly derivable

= TPy In analogy to the matrix above,

the diagonal elements are G * GG i where 5G

from those above.

G 1 G 3 G 4 G 5 G 6
G 1 «5133+-.0017
G 2 —e3275 .1710+-.0013
G 3 -.0991 -.0024 .0452+-.0002
G 4 ~.1076 +0488 2062 .0140+-.0004
G 5 =.1623 -.1977 122 -+3193 .0258+-.0007
G 6 ~.1552 -.0804 .1532 + 0309 «2197 .0390+-.0004

10 CHARGED K DECAY RATES

Wl CHAR. K INTC MU NEU (UNITS 10%%6 SEC-1) (G1)

Wl 51.2 0. FORD 67 CNTR +- 8/67
Wl DR ...

W1 FIT 51.33 0.17 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.2}

w2 CHAR. K INTO PI PI+ PI- (UNITS 10**6 SEC~1) (G3)

w2 F (4.496) (0.030) RD 67 CNTR +- SEE NOTE F 8/67
W2 F 3.2M (6 529) (0 032) FURD 70 ASPK SEE NOVE F 11/70
W2 511 FOR; 70 ASPK SEE NOTE F 11/70
w2 F THE LAST IS THE CDMBINED RESULT DF FORD 67 AND FORD 70

W2

W2 FIT 4. 517 0. 023 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.1}

W3 CHAR. K INTO (TAU) - (TAU PRIME) (UNITS 10**6 SEC-1)

W3 (G3-G4)

W3 USED FOR DELTA I = 1/2 TEST.

W3 o e e e ..

W3 FIT 3.117 0.039 FROM FIT
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Stable Particles
K:t

CHAR. K INTO (MU P10 NEU) + (E PIQ NEU) (UNITS 10%*6 SEC-1)
(65+G6)
USED FOR DELTA I = 1/2 TEST.
FIT 6.484 0.089 FROM FIT
10 ((K+) = (K=))/AVG., DECAY RATE DIFFERENCE (PERCENT)
DIFFERENCE IN K MU2 RATES ((Gl+l-|Gl-))/Gl (PERCENT)
~0.54 0.41 67 CNTR 8/67
OIFFERENCE IN TAU RATES ((G3+)-(63-1) /63 (PERCENT)
-0.50 0.90 FLETCHER 67 OSPK 8/67
F (-0.04)  (0.21) FORD 67 CNTR SEE NOTE F 8/67
F 3.2M  (0.10)  (0.14) FORD 70 ASPK SEE NOTE F 11770
0.08 0.12 FORD 70 ASPK SEE NOTE F 11/70
s (-0.02)  (0.16) 73 ASPK +- 11/73
F SECOND FORD 70 VALUE IS FIRST FORD 70 COMBINED WITH FORD 67.
S SMITH 73 VALUE OF D2 IS DERIVED FROM SMITH 73 VALUE OF D3. 11/73

AVG 0.07 0.12 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTGR OF 1.0)
STUDENT 0.07 0.13 AVERAGE USING STUDENT1O0(H/1.11) -— SEE MAIN TEXT
DIFFERENCE IN TAU PRIME RATES ((G4+)- (G#'))/AVERAGE (PERCENT)
18 =1.1 .8 HERZO 5/70
0.08 D 58 SMITH 73 ASPK += 11/73
AV -0.03 0.55 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
STUDENT -0.03 0.60 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) — SEE MAIN TEXT
DIFFERENCE IN K PI2 RATES ((GZ*)—(GZ 1)/ AVERAGE (PERCENT).
0.8 1.2 RZO 69 0SPK 5770

DIFFERENCE IN K PI RAD RATES ((G13+#)-(Gl3-))/AVERAGE (PERCENT)

24 0.0 <0 EDWARDS 72 0SPK Pl KE 58-90 MEV 8/72
4000 1.0 4.0 ABRAMS 73 ASPK +- PI KE 51-1C0 MEV 3/74
2461 0.8 5.8 SMITH T6 WIRE +- PIl+-KE 55-90 MEV 11/76

AVG 0.9 3.3 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
STUDENT 0.9 3.5 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) —-- SEE MAIN TEXT
10 CHARGED K BRANCHING RATIOS
o OLD DATA EXCLUDED
CHAR. (UN"’S 10** 2) [§:38]

K INTO (MU NEU)/TOTAL
58.5) (3.0) 56 EMUL +
[e] (56.9) (2 LEXANDER 57 EMUL +
o GLD EXPERIMENTS NUT INCLUDED IN AVERAGING

1/71
62K 63.24 0. 44 CHIANG T2 OSPK + 1.84 GEV/C K+ /T2
FIT 63.50 0.16 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0}
CHAR. K INTO (PI PIO}/TOTAL (UNITS 10%%~2) (P2)
(27.7) (2.7) BIRGE 56 EMUL +
o (23.2) (2.2) ALEXANDER 57 EMUL +
o EARLIER EXPERIMENTS NOT AVERAGED
(21 «6) CALLAHAN 65 HLBC SEE R17
(21.6) (0.6) TRILLING 65 RVUE 6/66
16K 21.18 0.28 CHIANG 72 OSPK + 1.84 GEV/C K+ 9/72
FIT 21.16 0.15 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
CHAR. K INTO (Pl PI+ PI- )/TOYAL lUN!TS 10*'—2) (PB)
4] (5.6) 4) EMUL
[¢] (b 8) (0 4) ALEXANDER 57 EMUL +
5] .2) TAYLCR 59 EMUL +
[s] EARL!ER EXPERIMENTS NOT AVERAGED
5.7 0.3 ROE 61 HLBC + 9/66
2332 5454 0.12 CALLAHAN 64 HLBC +
540 5.1 0.2 SHAKLEE 64 HLBC + 9/66
5.71 0.15 DE MARCO 65 HBC 6/66
44 6.0 0.4 EMUL + 6/66
693 5434 0.21 PANDOULAS 70 EHUL + 10/70
C 2330 (5.56) (0.20) CHIANG 72 OSPK + 1.84 GEV/C K+ 9/72
c THIS VALUE IS NOT INDEPENDENT OF CHIANG 72 Rl.RZ.R’?.an AND R6 9/72

INCLUDES EVENTS OF TAYLOR 59.

AV 5.521  0.098 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.3)
STUDENT 5.533 0.089 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) -—- SEE MAIN TEXT
FIT 5.588 0.030 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.1)
(SEE IDEOGRAK BELOW )
WEIGHTED RUERAGE = 5.521 = 0.098 R
ERROR SCALED BY 1.3
-1
Values above of weighted average,
error, and scale factor are for the
reader's convenience only. The
data were actually processed by a
constrained fit program, which
calculates its own values of X, §X,
and scale factor, which are differ-
ent from the values shown here,
CHISQ
r . ‘PANDOULAS 70 EMUL 0.7
- +YOUNG 65 EMUL 1.4
-t 65 HBC 1.6
. 64 HLBC 4.4
—— -CRLLAHAN 64 HLBC 0.0
—+— -ROE 61 HLBC 0.4
B.6
(CONLEV
4.5 5.0 5.5 6.0 6.5 7.0 =0.127)
CHAR.K TO (PI PI+ PI-)/TOTAL (UN 10xx-2)



S74 Particle Data Group: Review of particle properties

Stable Particles
K*

Data Card Listings

For notation, see key at front of Listings.

R4 CHAR. K INTO (PI 2PI0}/TOTAL (unns 10%%-2) (P4) R14 CHAR. K INTO (PI PI+ PI- GAMMA)/TOTAL (UNITS 10%%-4)
R4 O (2.1) (0.51) BIR 56 EMUL. + R14 (P14)
R4 O (2.2) (o 4) ALEXANDER 57 EMUL + R14 1.0 0.4 STAMER 65 EMUL + EGAM GT 11MEV 8/66
R4 © (1.5) TAYLOR 59 EMUL +
R4 O  EARLIER EXPERIMENTS NOT AVERAGED R15 CHAR. K INTC (PI Ee E-)/TOTAL (UNITS 10%%-6) (P15)
R 1.7 0.2 ROE 61 HLBC + 11767 RL5 1 2.45 SS CL=.90 AMERINI 64 FBC + 8766
R4 108 1.8 0.2 SHAKLEE 64 HLBC + 11767 R15 4.4 DR LESS CL=.90  BISI 67 DBC + 11767
R4 P 198 1.53 0.11 PANDOULAS 70 EMUL + 10/70 R15 C (0.4) OR LESS CLINEL 67 FBC + L11/67
R4 1307 1.84 0.06 CHIANG 72,0SPK + 1.84 GEV/C K+ 9/72 R15 0.88 OR LESS CL=.90 CLINE2 67 FBC + . 2/74
R4 P INCLUDES EVENTS OF TAYLOR 59. R15 32.0 . OR LESS CL=.90  BEIER 72 0SPK +- 9/72
R4 P e R15 1.7 OR LESS CL—.90 csucs 74 ASPK + THREE TRACK EVTS 10/74
R4 AVG 10767 0.071  AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF l.4) R15 0.27 DOR LESS ClL= T4 ASPK + TWO TRACK EVENTS 10/74
R4  STUDENT 1.778 0.063  AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) -~ SEE MAIN TEXT R15 C CLINE2 REPLACES CLINEl. CLINEl IS NOT FOR CL=.90 . /74
R4 FIT 1.732 0.045 FRGM FIT (ERRCR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.3)
(SEE IDEOGRAM BELOW ) R16 CHAR. K INTO (PI MU+ MU-)/TOTAL (UNITS 10%%-6) (P16}
R16 3.0 OR LESS CL=.90 CAMERINI 65 FBC + 8/66
WETGHTED AUERAGE = 1.767 % 0.071 R16 2.4 OR LESS CL=.90 BISI 67 DBC + 11767
ERROR SCALED BY 1.4 R17 CHAR. K INTO (PI PIO)}/TAU (P2) /(P3)
_ R17 134 3.24 0.34 YOUNG 65 EMUL + . 8/66
R17 1045 3.96 0.15 CALLAHAN 66 FBC + 9/66
(354 e e e e e s
R17 AVG 3.84 0.27 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.9}
. R17 STUDENT  3.86 0.16 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) —- SEE MAIN TEXT
Values above of weighted average, R17 FIT 3.787 0.034 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.1)
error, and scale factor are for the
reader'!s convenience only. The R18 CHAR. K INTO (PI 2PI10)/TAU (P4) /(P3)
R18 2027 0.303 0.009 BISI 65 H+HL + . 8766
- data were actually processed by a r18 17 0.393 0.099 YOUNG 65 EMUL + 8766
constrained fit program, which R18 LT, .
calculates its own values of X, 8%, R18 AVG 0.3037  0.0090 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
and scale factor, which are differ- R18 STUDENT  0.3037  0.0097 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT
ent from the values shown here. R18 FIT 0.3100  0.0079 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR GF 1.3)
R19 CHAR. K INTO (MU PIO NEU)/TAU (P5)/(P3)
R19 2845 0.632 0.03 ISI 1 65 H+HL + . 8/66
R19 38 0.90 0. 16 YOUNG 65 EMUL + 8766
CHISQ R19 H 1505  (0.510) (0. 017) EICHTEN 68 HLBC + 11768
=2 " R19  H1505 0.503 71 HLBC + 12/70
e -CHIANG 72 OSPK 1.5 R19 H HAIDT 71 IS A REANALYS]S oF EICHYEN 68.
\ . R19 e .
! PANDOULAS 70 EMUL 4.6 R19 AVG 0.536" © 0.054  AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 3.2)
-SHAKLEE 64 HLBC 0.0 R19 STUDENT  0.527 0.025  AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) —— SEE MAIN TEXT
RIS FIT 0.572 0.016 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.8)
ROE 61 HLBC 0.1 (SEE IDEOGRAM BELOW )
6.3
(CONLEU WEIGHTED AVERAGE = 0.536 * 0.054
1.2 1.6 2.0 . 2.4 =0.100) ERROR SCALED BY 3.2
CHAR. K INTO (PI 2PIO0) - TOTAL (UN 10%x%-2) ——
RS CHAR. K INTGC (MU PIO NEU)/YDTAL (uan 10 #%— 2) (P5)
R5 0 (2.8) (1.0) 56 +
RS G (5.9) (1.3) ALEXANDER 57 EMUL +
RS 0O (2.8) 4) TAYLOR 59 EMUL + Values above of weighted average,
RS O EARLTER EXPERIMENTS NOT AVERAGED error, and scale factor are for the
2; 2345 3.33 0.16 CHIANG T2 OSPK + 1.84 GEV/C K+ 9/72 reader' s convenience only. The
RS FIT 311977 7 0.086 FRGM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.7) data were actually processed by a
constrained fit program, which _
R6 CHAR. K INTO (E PIO NEU)/TOTAL (UNITS lo** 2) (P&} calculates its own values of X, &%,
:2 LDJ 13.2) (1.3; ALEXENDER 25 Emt : and scale factor, which are differ-
R6 0 EARLIER EXPERIMENTS NOT AVERAGED ent from the values shown here.
R6 5.0 0.5 RCE 61 HLBC + 11767
R6 429 4.7 0.3 SHAKLEE 64 HLBC + 11767
R6 3516 4.86 0.10 CHIANG 72 OSPK + 1.84 GEV/C K+ 9/72
R6 e e e e e
R6  AVG 4.849 0.093  AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0) cHIsa
R6 STUDENT  4.85 0.10 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) -=- SEE MAIN TEXT . .HAIOT 71 HLBC 3.1
6 . . ROM .
R6  FIT 4.824 0.052 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.1) YOUNG 65 EMUL
RT CHAR. K INTO (PI2 + MU3)/TOTAL (UNITS 10%%-2) (P2+P5) 11767 .BISI 1 65 H+HL 7.5
R7 WE COMBINE THESE TWO MODES FOR EXPTS MEASURING THEM IN XENON BC e
R7 BECAUSE OF DIFFICULTIES OF SEPARATING THEM THERE 10.5
R7 23.4 1.1 ROE 61 HLBC + 11/67 (CONLEU
R7 8E6  25.4 0.9 SHAKLEE 64 HLBC + 11767 0.2 0.6 1.0 1.4 =0.001)
R7 e e e e e e
R7 AVG 24, 60 0.98 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.4) CHARGED K INTO (MU PID NEU)~TAU
R7 STUDENT 24.61 0.83 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) —-- SEE MAIN TEXT
R7 FIT 24.36 0.15  FROM FIT (ERRGR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR GF 1.1)
RS K+ INTO (PI+ PI+ - NEU)/TUTAL «unns 10%%-7) (P8)
R8 20. OR LESS CL=.9 65 FBC + 8/66 R20 CHAR. K INTO (E PlO NEU)/TAU (P6) 1(P3)
R8 0 6.9 OR LESS CL=.95 69 HLBC + 10769 R20 230 0. 90 BORREANI 64 HBC + . 8/66
R8 0 9.0 OR LESS CL=.95 scwsmes 71 HLBC + 9/71 R20 37 0.50 o u, YQUNG 65 EMUL + . 8766
R20 854 .94 0.09 BELLOTT2 67 HLBC 11767
R9 K+ INTO (PTI+ PI- MU+ NEU)/TOTAL (UN!TS 10%%-5) (P9} R20 H 4385  (0.846) (0.021) EICHTEN 68 HLBC + 11768
R9 1 0.77 0.54 0.50 INE 65 FBC + 8/66 R20 H4385 0.850 0.019 HAIDT 71 HLBC + 12/70
R20 2827 0.856 0.040 BRAUN 75 HLBC + 12/75
R10 K+ INTO (PI+ PI+ MU- NEU)/TOTAL (UNITS 10%¥-6)  (P10) R20 H HAIDT 71 IS A REANALYSIS OF EICHTEN 68.
R10 0 3.0 OR LESS CL=.95 RGE 65 FBC + 8/66 R20 .
R20 AVG 58" © 0.016 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR.OF 1.0)
R11 CHAR. K INTO (E NEU)/TOTAL (UNITS 10%*-5} (P11} R20 STUDENT  0.858 0.018  AVERAGE USING STUDENT1O0(H/1.11) —- SEE MAIN TEXT
R11 160.0 OR LESS CL=.95 BORREANI 64 HBC + 11/67 R20 FIT 0.8633  0.0098 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.1)
R11 4 2.1 1.8 1.3 BOWEN 67 OSPK + 8/67
R11 BOWEN RESULT SHOULD BE CORRECTED TO 1.9(+1.7,-1.2) BECAUSE OF R21 K+ INTO (PI+ 71— E+ NEU/TAU (uNn-s 10%%-4) (P71 /(P3)
R11 K+ TO E+ NEU GAMMA DECAYS BEFORE COMPARING WITH BOTTERILL 67 R28 R21 69 6.7 . RGE 65 FBC + 8/66
R21 269 5.83 o 63 ELV 69 HLBC + 11768
R12 CHAR. K INTO (PI GAMMA GAMMA) /TOTAL (UNITS 10%%-4) R21 500 7.36 0.68 BOURQUIN 71 ASPK 12771
R12 (P17) R21 106 7.0 0.9 SCHWEINBE 71 HLBC + 9/71
R12 ALL VALUES GIVEN HERE ASSUME A PHASE SPACE PICN ENERGY SPECTRUM 2/72 R21 30K 7.21 0.32 ROSSELET 77 SPEC + 11777
R12 - -0.1 0.6 CHEN 68 OSPK + T(PI) 60-90 MEV ~ 9/73 R21 PO
R12 0 0.5  OR LESS CL=.90  KLEMS 71 OSPK + T(PIIGT 117 MEV ~ 8/71 R21 AVG 6.98 0.26 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
R12 0 0.35 OR LESS CL=.90  LJUNG 73 HLBC + 6-102,114-127TMEV  9/73 R21 STUDENT  7.02 0.29 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) —- SEE MAIN TEXT
R12 0 -0.42 0.52 ABRAMS 77 SPEC + T(PIILT 92 MEV  12/77
R22 K+ INTO (PI+ PI- MU+ NEU)I/TAU (UNITS 10%%-4) (P9) 7(P3)
R13 CHAR. K INTO (PI PIO GAMMA)/TOTAL (UNITS 10** 4) (P13) R22 1 (2.5)] APPROX GREINER =~ 64 EMUL + 8/66
RI3 0 18  (2.2) €0.7) CLINE FBC + PI+ KE 55-80 MEV 8/66 R22 7 2.57 © 1.55 BISI 67 DBC + 11767
R13 0 1.9 DR LESS CL=.90 EMMERSON eg 0SPK PI+ KE 55-80 MEV 10/69
R13 M 0 1.0 OR LESS MALTSEV 70 HLBC + PI+ KE LT 55 MEV 12/75 R23 CHAR. K INTO (E PIO NEU)/(MU2+PI2) (UNITS lut*-znpb)l(mwz)
R13 A2100 2.71 0.19 ABRAMS 72 ASPK +- PI+ KE 55-90 MEV 1/73 R23 1679 5.89 0.21 ESTER 66 0SPK 8/67
R13 0 2 (2.4) (0.8) EDWARDS 72 0SPK PI+ KE 58~90 MEV 8/72 R23 5110 (,,16 o 22 ESCHSTRUT 68 DSPK + 3768
R13 L (1.5) (1.1) (0.6) LJUNG 73 HLBC + PI+ KE 55-80 MEV 9/73 R23 S92 o. WEISSENBE 76 SPEC + 1778
R13 L (2.6) (1.5) (1.1)  LJUNG 73 HLBC + PI+ KE 55-90 MEV 9/73 R23 w VALUE CALCULATED r—noM WEISSENBERG 76 KE3, KMU2, KPI2 VALUES 1778
R13 oL 17 (6.8) (3.7) (2.1) LJUNG 73 HLBC + PI+ KE 55-102MEV  9/73 R23 W TO ELIMINATE DEPENDENCE ON OUR 1974 TAU AND TAU-PRIME FRACTIONS. 1/78
R12 2461 2.87 0.32 SMITH 76 WIRE +- PI+-KE 55-90 MEV 11/76 R23 e e e e e e
R13 G~ ONLY HIGH STATISTICS EXPERIMENTS ARE AVERAGED 3/18 R23 AVG .01 0.15 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
R13 M MALTSEV 70 SELECTS LOW PI+ ENERGY TO ENHANCE DIRECT EMISSION CONTR. - 1776 R23 STUDENT  6.01 0.17 AVERAGE USING STUDENT1O0(H/1.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT
R13 L THE LJUNG 73 VALUES ARE NOT INDEPENDENT. 9/73 R23 FIT 5.698 0.067 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.1)
R13 A ABRAMS 72 OBSERVES. DIRECT EMISSION BR. RATIO OF (1.56+-0.35)%10%%-5 1/73 ’ :
R13 A +-0.5%10%%-5 ADDNL. SYST. ERROR AND INNER BREMSSTRAHLUNG BR. RATIO 1/73
R13 A OF (2.55+-0.18)%10%*-4. WE QUOTE THE SUM OF THESE BR. RATIOS. 1773
R13 e e e e e
R13 AVG 2.75 0.16 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
R13 STUDENT  2.75 0.18 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT
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R24 CHAR. K INTO (PI P10)/(MU NEU) (P2)/(pP1)

R24 A4517 0.3277 0.0065 AUERBACH 67 OSPK + 1/74
R24 1600 0.305 0.018 ZELLER 69 ASPK + 10769
R24 W 25K (0.328) (0.005) WEISSENBE 74 STRC + /74
R24 W 0.3355 0.005 WEISSENBE 76 SP 1/78
R24 A AUERBACH 67 CHANGED FROM .3253+-.0065. SEE CUMNENT WITH RATIC R26. 1/74
R24 W WEISSENBERG 76 REVISES WEISSENBERG 74. /78
R24 e e e e P

R24 AVG 0.3307 0.0051 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.2)

R24 STUDENT 0.33C7 0.0048 AVERAGE USING STUDENT1O0(H/1l.11) —- SEE MAIN TEXT
R24 FIT 0.3332 0.0030 FROM FIT (ERRCR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)

R25 CHAR. K INTO (E PIO NEU)/(MU NEU) (P6)/(P1)

R25 A 2S5 0.0791 0.0054 AUERBACH 67 OSPK + /74
R25 960 . 0775 .0033 BOTTERI1 68 ASPK + 5/68
R25 561 0.069 0.006 GARLAND 68 OSPK + 4/68
R25 350 0. 069 0.006 ZELLER 69 ASPK + 10/69
R25 A AUERBACH 67 CHANGED FROM .0797+-.0054. SEE COMMENT WITH RATIC R26. 1/74
R25 A THE VALJE .0785+-.0025 GIVEN IN AUERBACH 67 IS AN AVERAGE OF 3/74
R25 A AUERBACH 67 R25 AND CESTER 66 R23. 3/74
R25 D

R25 AVG 0.0752 0.0024 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)

R25 STUDENT 0.0753 0.0027 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT
R25 FIT 0.07597 0.00091 FROM FIT (ERRCR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.1)

R26 CHAR. K INTO (MU PIO NEU)/(MU NEU) (P5)/(P1)

R26 A 307 0. 0486 0.0040 AUERBACH 67 OSPK + 1/74
R26 G 424 0. 0480 0.0037 GARLAND 68 OSPK + 1774
R26 240 0.054 0.009 ZELLER 69 ASPK + 10/69
R26 A AUERBACH 67 CHANGED FROM .0602+-.0046 BY ERRATUM WHICH BRINGS THE /76
R26 A  MU-SPECTRUM CALCULATION INTO AGREEMENT WITH GAILLARD 70 APPENDIX B. 1/74
R26 G GARLAND 68 CHANGED FROM .055+-.004 IN AGREEMENT WITH MU-SPECTRUM 1/74
R26 G CALCULATION OF GAILLARD 70 APPENDIX B. L.G.PONDROMs PRIV.COMM.(73) 1/74
R26 o e e e o s . ’

R26 AVG 0.0488 0.0026 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)

R26 STUDENT 0.0487 0.0028 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) —- SEE MAIN TEXT
R26 FIT 0. 0503 0.0014 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.7)

R27 CHAR, K INTO (MU NEU)/TAU (P1)/(P3)

R27 R 427 (10.38) (0.82) YOUNG 65 EMUL + 9/66
(R27 R DELETED FRCM OVERALL FIT BECAUSE YOUNG 65 CONSTRAINS HIS RESULTS.

R27 R TO ADD UP TO 1. ONLY YOUNG MEASURED MU2 DIRECTLY.

R27 D

R27 FIT 11.364 0.072 FROM FIT

R28 CHAR. K INTO (E NEU)/(MU NEU) (UNITS 10%*%-5) (P11)/(P1)

R28 10 1.9 0.7 BOTTERILL 67 ASPK + 11/67
R28 8 1.8 0.8 0.6 MACEK 69 ASPK + 4/69
R28 112 2.42 0.42 CLARK 72 OSPK + /73
R28 534 2.37 0.17 HEARD2 75 SPEC + 11/75
R28 404 2.51 0.15 HEINTZE 76 SPEC + 2/76
R28 D

R28 AVG 2.42 0.11 * AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)

R28 STUDENT 2.42 0.12 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT
R29 CHAR. K INTO (MU PIO NEU)}/(E PIO NEU) (P5)/7(P&}

R29 C15C9 0,703 0.056 CALLAHAL 66 HLBC 6/68
R29 5601 0.667 0.017 BOTTERI2 68 ASPK + 6/68
R29 H 1398 (0.604) (0.022) EICHTEN 68 HLBC 10/68
R29 H (0.596) (0.025) HAIDT 71 HLBC + 12770
R29 D3480 0.698 0.025 CHIANG 72 OSPK + 1.84 GEV/C K+ 9/72
R29 L 554 0.705 0.063 LUCAS2 73 HBC - ODALITZ PRS ONLY 11/73
R29 B 1585 (0.608) (0.014) BRAUN 75 HLBC + 1/76
R29 0.67 0.12 WEISSENBE 76 SPEC + 1/78
R29 E (0.670) (0.014) HEINTZE 77 SPEC + 12777
R29 COMMENTS

R29 FROM CALLAHANl 66 WE USE ONLY THE MU3/E3 RATIO AND DO NOT

R29 C INCLUDE IN THE FIT THE RATIOS MU3/TAU AND E3/TAU, SINCE THEY SHOW

R29 € LARGE DISAGREEMENTS WITH THE REST OF THE DATA.

R29 H HAIDT 71 IS A REANALYSIS OF EICHTEN 68,

R29 H CNLY INDIVIDUAL RATIOS INCLUDED IN FIT (SEE R19 AND R20). 11/68
R29 D CHIANG 72 R27 IS STATISTICALLY INDEPENDENT OF CHIANG 72 R5 AND Ré6. 9/72
R29 L LUCAS 73 GIVES N(MU3)=554+-7.6PCT, N(E3)=786+-3.1PCT. WE DIVIDE. 11/73
R29 B BRAUN 75 VALUE IS FROM FORM FACTOR FIT. ASSUMES MU~-E UNIVERSALITY. 1/76
R29 E HEINYZE 77 VALUE FROM FIT TC LAMBDAO. ASSUMES MU-E UNIVERSALITY. 12/77
R29 “ e e e e e e e

R29 AVG 0.679 0.013 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)

R29 STUDENT 0.679 0.015 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT
R29 FIT 0.663 0.018 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.7)

R30 CHAR. K INTO (PIO E NEU GAMMA)/(PIO E NEU) (UNITS 10%%-2)

R30 (P18)/(P6)

R30 1.2 0.8 BELLOTT1 67 HLBC + EGAM GT 30MEV 11/67
R30 R 13 0.76 0.28 ROMANO 71 HLBC EGAM GT 10MEV 10/71
R30 R (0.53) (0.22) ROMANO 71 HLBC +  EGAM GT 30 MEV 9/73
R30 L 16 0.48 0.20 LJUNG 73 HLBC + EGAM GT 30 MEV 9/73
R30 L (0.22) (0.15) (0.10) LJUNG 73 HLBC + EGAM GT 30 MEV 9/73
R30 L FIRST LJUNG VALUE IS FOR COS(ELECT-GAMMA)L.T. 0.9, SECOND VALUE IS 9/73
R30 L FOR COS(ELECT-GAMMA) BETW 0.6 AND 0.9 FOR COMPARISON WITH ROMANO. 9/73
R30 R BOTH ROMAND VALUES ARE FOR COS(ELECT-GAMMA) BETW 0.6 AND 0.9. 9/73
R30 R SECOND VALUE IS FOR COMPARISON WITH SECOND LJUNG VALUE. 9/73
R30 R WE USE LOWEST EGAM CUT FOR TABLE VALUE. SEE ROMANO FOR EGAM DEPEND. 9/73
R30 e e s s o e 4 o

R30 AVERAGE MEANINGLESS (SCALE FACTOR = 1.0}

R31 K~ .INTO (PI+ E-~ E~}/TOTAL (UNITS 10%%-5) (P19}

R31 TEST OF LEPTCN NUMBER CONSERVATION.

R31 1.5 OR LESS CHANG 68 HBC - 3/68
RZ2 CHAR. K INTO (PI NEU NEU)/TOTAL (UNITS 10%¥-6) {pP20)

R32 C (1.4) OR LESS CL=.90 KLEMS 71 OSPK + T(PI) 117-127MEV 3/74
R32 C (0.94) OR LESS CL=.90 CABLE 73 CNTR + T(PI) 60-105 MEV 2/74
R32 C 0.56 OR LESS CL=.90 CABLE 73 CNTR + T(PI) 60-127 MEV 2/74
R32 L 57.0 OR LESS CL=.90 LJUNG 73 HLBC + 9/73
R32° C KLEMS 71 AND CABLE 73 ASSUME PI SPECTRUM SAME AS KE3 DECAY. 3/74
R32 C SECOND CABLE LIMIT COMBINES CABLE AND KLEMS DATA FOR VECTOR INT. 2/74
R32 L LJUNG 73 ASSUMES VECTOR INTERACTION. 9/73
R33 CHAR. K INTO (E NEU GAMKA)/TDTAL (UNITS 10%*%~5) (P21)

R33 M 7. 70 OSPK + P(E) 234 TO 247 12/70
R33 M ABOVE IS MEASUREMENT OF STRUCTURE—DEPENDENT DECAY ONLY.

R34 CHAR. K INTQO (PI GAMMA) /TOTAL (UNITS 10%%-6) (P22)

R34 4.0 OR LESS CL=.90 EMS 71 OSPK + 8/71
R35 CHAR. K INTO (TAU)/(TAU PRIME) (P3/P4)

R35 USED FOR DELTA [=1/2 TEST.

R35 .« e . Y

R35 FIT 3.226 0.082 FROM FIT

R36 CHAR. K INTO (P! 3GAMMA ) /TOTAL (UNITS 10%*-4) (P23)

R36 3.0 OR LESS CL=.90 KLEMS 71 OSPK + T(PI} GT 117MEV 8/71
R37 K+ INTO (PI+ PI+ E- NEUI/(PI+ PI- E+ NEU) (UNITS 10%%-4) (P8)/(PT)

R37 o OR LESS CL=.95 BOURQUIN 71 ASPK 8/76
R37 B 3 3.6 OR LESS CL=.95 BLOCH 76 SPEC 8/76
R37 B CORRESPONDS TO 3E10-4 AT CL=.90. N 2/80%

S75

Stable Particles
K*

R38 CHAR. K INTO (PIO PIO E NEUJ/KE3 (UNITS 10%*%-4) {P24)/(P6)
R38 0 37.0 - OR LESS CL=.90 ROMANOC 71 HLBC + 12/71
R38 2 3.8 5.0 1.2 LJUNG 73 HLBC + 9/73
R39 K+ INTO (PI- E+ MU+)/TOTAL (UNITS 10%*-8) (P25)
R39 K~ INTO (PI+ E- MU-)/TOTAL IS ALSO INCLUDED HERE
R39 2.8 OR LESS CL=.90 BEIER 72 OSPK +- 9/72
R40 K+ INTO (PI+ E+ MU-)/TOTAL (UNITS 10%%-8) (P26
R40 K- INTO (PI- E- MU+)/TOTAL IS ALSO INCLUDED HERE
R40 l.4 OR LESS CL=.90 BEIER 72 OSPK +- 9/72
R41 CHAR. K INTIJ (MU 3NEU) /TOTAL (UNITS 10%%— 6) (P27)
R41 P ESS CL=.90 AN CN 11/73
R4l P PANG 73 ASSUMES MU SPECTRUM FROM NEU-! NEU INTERACTIUN OF BARDIN 70. 3/74
R42 CHAR. ‘K INTO (PIO MU NEU GAM)/TOTAL(UNITS 10%**-5)(P28) 9/73
R42 0 6.1 LESS CL=.90 Ly 73 HLBC + EGAM GT 30 MEV 9/73
R43 CHAR. K INTG (E PIO NEU)/(PI PIO) (P6)/(P2)
R43 L 786 0. 0.012 Lucasz 73 HBC - DALITZ PRS ONLY 11/73
R43 L LUCAS 73 GIVES N(E3)=786+-3.1PCT, N{PI2)=3564+-3,1PCT. WE DIVIDE. 11/73
R&43 o . .
R43 FIT 0.2280 0.0031 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.1)
R44 CHAR. K INTO (PI 2PI0)/(PI PIO) (P4)/(P2)
R44 L 574 0.081 0.005 LUCAS2 73 HBC -~ DALITZ PRS ONLY 11/73
R44 L LUCAS 73 GIVES N(PI 2PI0)=574+-5.9 PCT, N(PI2)=3564+-3.1 PCT. 11773
R44 L WE QUOTE 0.5%N(PI 2PI0)/N(PI2) WHERE 0.5 1S BECAUSE ONLY DALITZ 11/73
R44 L PAIR PIO*'S WERE USED. 11773
R44 s e . .« e .
R44 FIT 0.0819 0.0022 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.3)
R4S CHAR. K INTO(MU NEU GAMMA)/TOTAL (UNITS 10%*-3) (P12) T/74
R45 12 5.8 WEISSENBE 74 STRC + E-GAMMA GT 9 MEV 7/74
R46 CHAR. K INTO (PI E+ E-)/(PI+ PI- E NEU) (UN!TS 10%%-3) (P15)/(PT)
R46 B 41 7.0 1.3 BL 75 EC + 11/75
R46 B BLOCH 75 QUOTES THIS RESULT MULT[PLIED BY UUR 1974 KE4 BR.FRAC. 11/75
R&4T CHAR. K INTO (E NEU GAM)/(E NEU). (P211/(P11)
R4T" STRUCTURE DERENDENT PART WITH + GAMMA HELICITY.
R4T H 56 (1.05) (0.25) (0.30) HEARDL 75 SPEC + P{(E) 236 TO 247 11/75
R47 H THIS VALUE IS INCLUDED IN THE SECOND HEINTZE 79 VALUE IN SEC.R54 11/75
R47 H BELOW. 11/75
R48 ’ K+ INTO (PI+-MU- +Evl/(Pl0PI E NEU) (UNITS 10%%—4) (P25+P26)/(P7) 11776
R48 D o] OR LESS ClL=. DIAMANTBE 76 SPEC + 11/76
R48 D DIAMANTBE 76 QUOTES THIS RESULT TIMES OUR 1975 KE4 BR. RATIO. 11/76
R49 K* INTO (PI+ MU+ E-)/(PI+PI- E NEU) (UNITS 10%**-4) (P29)/(PT) 11/76
R49 D 1.3 OR LESS CL=:90 DIAMANTBE 76 SPEC + 11776
R49 D DIAMANTBE 76 QUOTES THIS RESULYT TIMES OUR 1975 KE4 BR RATIO. 11/76
RS0 CHAR. K INTO (MU NEU E+E-)/(PI+PI-ENEU) (UNITS 10**~3) (P30)/(P7) 11/76
R50 D 14 3.3) ( 9) DIAMANTBE 76 SPEC + M(EE) GV 140 11/76
R50 D 14 27 DIAMANTBE 76 SPEC + EXTRAPOLATED BR 11/76
R50 D DIAMANTBE 76 QUOTES THESE RESULTS TIMES OUR 1975 KE4 BR RATIO. 11/76
R50 D THE SECOND DIAMANTBE 76 VALUE IS THE FIRST VALUE EXTRAPOLATED TO 0 11/76
R50 D TO INCLUDE LOW MASS E PAIRS. 11/76
R51 K+= XNTU(PK—*E-P E+=)/(PI+PI-E NEU) UNITS({10%%¥-4) (P19)/(PT) 11776
R51 D OR LESS CL=.90 DIAMANTBE 76 SPEC + 11/76
R51 D DIAMANTBE 76 QUOTES THIS RESULT TIMES OUR 1975 BR RATIO. 11776
R52 Ko- lNTD(MU-# NEU E+~ E+~)/(PI+PI—-E NEU)(UNITS 10%*-3) (P31)/(P7) 11/76
R52 D OR LESS CL=.90 DIAMANTBE 76 SPEC + 11/76
R52 D DlAMANTBE 76 QUGTES THIS RESULT TIMES OUR 1975 KE4 BR RATIO. 11/76
R53 K+ INTO (NEU E+ E+ E }/(PI+PI~ E NEU) (UNITS 10*%-2) (P32)/(P7) 11776
R53 4 4 0.27 DIAMANTBE 76 SPEC + 11/76
R53 D DIAMANTBE 76 QUDTES THIS RESULT TIMES OUR 1975 KE4 BR RATIO. 11/76
RS54 CHAR. K INTO (E NEU GAM)/(MU NEU) (UNITS 10%%-5) (P21}/(P1)
R54 STRUCTURE DEPENDENT PART WITH + GAMMA HELICITY
R54 H 51 (2.33) 0. 42) HEINTZE 79 SPEC + T/79%
RS54 H 107 2.40 EINTZE 79 SPEC T/T79%
R54 H SECOND HEINTZE 79 RESULT IS FIRST COMBINED WITH HEARDI 75 RESULT T/79%
RS54 H FROM SECTION R47 ABOVE. T/79%
R55 CHAR,., K INTO (E NEU GAM)/(MU NEU) (UNITS 10%%-4)(P21)/(P1)
R55 SIRUCTURE DEPENDENT PART WITH - GAMMA HELICITY
R55 H OR LESS CL=.90 HEINTZE 79 SPEC + T/79%
R55 H 1HPLlES (AXlAL VEC./VECTOR) AMPL. RATIO OUTSIDE RANGE -1.8 TO -.54. 7/79%
R56 CHAR. K INTO (E NEU NEU NEUBAR)/(E NEU) (P33)/(P11) T/79%
R56 0 3.8 OR LESS CL=.90 HEINTZE 79 SPEC + T/79%
Note on Slope Parameter for K - 3T Decays
As was discussed in Section VI B.1l of the
text, for the 3T decays of the K mesons we list
the slope parameter "g" which is defined, as in
that section, by
2
s,- S
2 (s3-50) 37 %
[M|" =« 1+ g + h
2 2
m m
T+ T+
2
(s, -s.) s, - S
. 2 1 2 1
+ + k + oeees (1)
2 2
m+ w4
where
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2
s, = (EK—gi) = (mK—mi)2 - 2mKTi (2)

1 2 2 2 2
= = = +
S 32 s (mK ml+m2+m3) (3)

Pgr Py are the four-vectors for the K and the

ith pion, and the index 3 refers (4)
to the odd pion, i.e., the third pion
in the decays listed below.

We refer to the three possible charged decays as

T, T', and °:

+ + £ & F
T K > momw
+ + o_o_=*
T K > mwT
0 + - 0

7° Ko+ omamw

The measurements of g vary considerably beyond
the authors' quoted errors as can be seen in the
ideograms associated with the GT+, GT-, and GTP .
subsections of the Ki Data Card Listings and the
GTO subsection of the Kg Listings. Appendix I
discusses tests of the AL =1/2 rule utilizing these

slopes.

There is no indication of a CP-violating

asymmetry in Kﬁ decay as measured by the coeffi-

cient j given in subsection JTO of the Kﬁ Listings.

The high-statistics To-decay experiment of
MESSNER 74 finds significant non-zero quadratic
coefficients h and k. CHO 77, a lower-statistics
T° experiment, obtains results in agreement with
MESSNER 74 but can also obtain good fits with a
linear term (g) only. The correlation between the
linear and quadratic coefficients changes the CHO
77 g , from 0.629+ 0.017 (linear fit) to 0.681%
0.022 (quadratic fit). Anothef experiment,

PEACH 77, does not observe this correlation and is
in agreement only with the linear fit of CHO 77.

There is some evidence for a non-zero Kk
coefficient from Tt experiments. FORD 72 (1.5M
events) have studied Ki e ﬂiﬂiﬂ+ and find that the
%2 /DF goes from 1.38 to 1.20 for DF ~ 150 when the
second order and CP-violation terms are added.

However, the authors state that since their Coulomb
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Data Card Listings

For notati’on, see key at front of Listings.

correction is larger than the experimental errors
and is not well known, it is difficult to interpret
these results. DEVAUX 77 also finds a non-zero k.
Because of the above evidence for quadratic
terms, and for consistency in our treatment of T0
and Ti decay, we now include in our averages only
those t° and ‘l.‘i experiments for which we have
information on the three coefficients g, h, and
k. Correlations prevent us from comparing fits
which do not include these three parameters. For

o

T decays we compile g and h only since no

experiments measure k.

Parametrizations

In the literature other definitions of slope
parameters have appeared. We have converted to the
definitions of g, h, j and k in Egq. (1) from
whatever experimental quantity has been reported.
We give the conversion to the definition‘(l) for
the most widely used parametrizations and tabulate

the conversion factors for the reader's convenience.

a) For analysis of charged K's and some k°

experiments, the expression often used is:

2 2 2
M = +ay
|| 1+ a,¥+b ¥’ +d X +eX
with
37, - 0
3
Y = 5 ,
V3 (1)=T,)
X = ,
Q
Q = mK - z m. .

The relevant formulae are:

Y = 3 237 % + A X y3_ St
= -2 , = X ;
2 mgQ 2 m

with

and
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—cy(ay + 2byA)

. 2
1+ A+Dp A
ayft by

2
c,, b

Yy Y
h = ———— ’
+ A+ b A
1 ay v
d,
. °y %y
i = V3 2
3 (1+ayA+byA)
2
Sy ey
k = —————
+a,A+b A
3(1 a, v )
with
2
3 Mgt
C. = = -
Y 2 mQ
b) For the analysis of some x° experiments

the expression used is

m

2 K
M| = 1+2a —5 @Ty-T,y )
m S
2
m
K 2
+ bt <———m > (274 —T3max) '
+
™
with
2 2
. ~ (mK —m3) - (m1+-m2)
3max 2mK

The relevant transformations are

S, -8

3 70 Q
T = - ——— + = (1+A4)
3 2mK 3
and
g - -2a, - btct
becy” '
1+ a,cy + 2
by
h = > ,
becy
1+ atct + 2
with
2m
K 2
cp = > [ 3 o(1L+A) - T3max] .
e

c) Other k° authors use the same form of

matrix element as given in b) above with a linear

Rev. Mod. Phys., Vol. 52, No. 2, Part 1i, April 1980

Stable

term only, but define

2
T = 39 -

max

The relevant transformation is then

—Zau
g = T ’
1+ aycy
with
4mK
cy = 2 QA .
3mﬁ+
d) Older k° analyses were done using
T
3
MEE 1+a, — -
K

The relevant transformation is then

S77

Particles
I(i

~ %Py
9 T T 1aa ’
1+ dvav
with
! 2
L
c =
2
v 2m
and
dV = %(l-FA) .
K
e) The CP-violating term in |M|2 for KE >
+ -
o experiments has been parametrized in several
ways. BLANPIED 68 and SCRIBANO 70 use the parame-

trization given in (b) above with no quadratic term

and with an additional CP violating term.

68 parametrizes the CP-violating term as

s T2 (T -Ty .

2
mo

The relevant transformation is then

with c, as defined in (b) above. SCRIBANO

parametrizes the CP-violating term as

2 T - T
GS T
V3 12max
where T. is the maximum kinetic energy
12max

particle 1 or 2, the charged T's, given by

BLANPIED

70

of
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10 CHARGED K ENERGY DEPENDENCE OF DALITZ PLOT

2 2
(mK‘ ml) - (m2 + m3) RELATED TEXT SECTION VI B.l, APPENDIX I, AND MINI-REVIEW ABOVE

T =
12max 2m M MATRIX ELEMENT SQUARED = 1 + G*U + H¥Ukk2 + KkV¥k2 1/79%
K WHERE U=(S$3-50) /{MPI*%*2) AND V=(S1-S2)/(MPI**2) 1/79%
GT+ LINEAR COEFFICIENT G FOR TAU DECAYS K+ —=> PI+ PI+ PI- 1779
. . . GT+ SOME EXPTS USE DALITZ VARIABLES X AND Y. WE GIVE AY=COEFF OF Y 1/79%
The resulting transformation is then 6T+ TERM AT RIGHT. SEE MINI-REVIEW ABOVE. i 1/79%
GT+ZL 5428 (-0.22)  (0.024) ZINGHENKO 67 HBC +  AY=0.28+-.03 10/69
GT+ L 9994 (-0.218) (0.016) BUTLER 68 HBC + AY=0.277+-.020  10/69
2 . GT+ 617898 (-0.196) (0.012) GRAUMAN 70 HLBC + AY=0.228+-.030 8/70
m_4 ol GT+ 750K  -0.2157  0.0028 FORD 72 ASPK + AY=0.2734+-.0035 1/79%
’ﬂ' s GT+H 39819  -0.200 0.009 HOFFMASTE 72 HLBC + 1/79%
= . GT+ 225K  —0.2221  0.0065 DEVAUX 77 SPEC + AY=0.2814+-.0082 1/79%
\/_‘ (L + c_a,) GT+ L EXPERIMENTS WITH LARGE ERRORS NOT INCLUDED IN AVERAGE. 3/78
3m_T tt GT+ Z  ALSO INCLUDES DBC EVENTS

K "12max GT+ G EMULS. DATA ADDED — ALL EVENTS INCLUDED BY HOFFMASTER 72 : /71
GT+H HOFFMASTER 72 INCLUDES GRAUMAN 70 DATA. 1/79%

GT+ . ..

X GT+ AVG 2154 = 0.0035 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.4)
SMITH 70 gives the asymmetry GT+ STUDENT -0.2156 ?éggzﬁuzééﬁifssﬁi"f STUDENT10{H/1.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT

N, - N
o = = WEIGHTED RAUVERRGE = -0.2154 = 0.0035
N+ + N ERROR SCALED BY 1.4

where N, is the number of events with Ty >T2 and
N_ is the converse. BLANPIED 68 gives the relation
OB = 0/1.16 which allows us to use the transforma-
tion to j given above for BLANPIED 68.

For the reader's convenience we give a table

of numerical values for T T A, c c
Qr Tynax’ Tiomax’ &7 Sy e’ CHISQ
¢, c., and d_, obtained using the masses from the | =~ | T\ DEUAUX 77 SPEC 1.0
uv v ————— - -HOFFMASTE 72 HLBC 2.9
current edition. 72 ASPK 0.0
4.0
(CONLEU
‘ri T.i 10 -0.24 -0.22 -0.20 -0.18 53,135)
LIN. ENERGY DEP. FOR K+ TO PI+ PI+ PI-
Q 74.97 84.18 83.57
HT+ QUADRATIC COEFF. H FOR K+ --> Pli PI+ PI- 1/779%
HT + 750K 0.0187 0.0062 ORD T2 ASPK + 1/79%
T 48.08 53.20 53.89 HT+ 39819  -0.009 0.014 HDFFMASTE 72 HLBC + 1/79%
3max HY + 225K -0.0006 0.0143 DEVAUX 77 SPEC + 1/79%
HT+ s e e e e e e e .
Tl2max 48'08 53'99 53'12 HT+ AVG 0.0122 0.0076 AVERAGE (ERRCR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1l.4)
HT+ STUDENT 0.0124 0.0065 AVERAGE USING STUDENT1O0(H/1.11) —- SEE MAIN TEXT
A 0.0000 -0.0790 0.0798 (SEE IDEOGRAM BELOW )
c 0.7895 0.7031 0.7025 WEIGHTED AUERAGE = 0.0122 = 0.0076
y ERROR SCALED BY 1.4
Ce 0.0962 -0.0769 0.3204 N
Cy 0.0000 -0.2247 0.2272
0.0400 0.0400 0.0393
dv 0.0506 0.0523 0.0604
References
. + 0
See the reference sections of the K~ and KL CHISQ
. DEUAUX ?7 SPEC 0.8
Data Card Listings. HOFFMASTE 72 HLBC 2.3
See also the review of T. J. Devlin and J.O. FORD 72 ASPK —:%—
Dickey, Rev. Mod. Phys. 51, 237 (1979), whieh _0.04 0. 00 0. 04 o 08 (Eg%gg)
contains an analysis of K 27 and K- 3T data in QUAD. CODEFF. H FOR K+ --» PI+ PI+ PI-
terms of transition amplitudes with appropriate
KT+ QUADRATIC COEFF. K FOR K+ -=> PI+ PI+ PI- 1/79%
KT+ 750K -0.0075 .0019 RD 72 ASPK + 1/79%
energy dependence. Kie 29835 _6.0108  0.0045 FOFPMASTE 72 HUBC + 1/79%
- KT+ 225K -0.0205 0.0039 DEVAUX 77 SPEC + 1/79%
KT+ e & s s e 8 s s @
KT+ AVG -0.0101 0.0034 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 2.1}
KT+ STUDENT ~0.0094 0.0021 AVERAGE USING STUDENT1O0(H/1.11) —- SEE MAIN TEXT

{SEE IDEOGRAM BELOW )
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Data Card Listings Stable Particles
For notation, see key at front of Listings. K*

= HTP QUADRATIC COEFF H FOR CHAR K —=> PI PIO PIO. SEE MINI-REVIEW ABOVE.
WEIGHTED AVERAGE = -0.0101 + 0.0034 HTP 48 0.026  0.050 DAVISON 69 HLBC + ALSO EMUL 1/79%
ERROR SCALED BY 2.1 HTP L 196 (0.018) (0.124) PANDOULAS 70 EMUL + 1/79%
HTP 1365 -0.01 0.08 AUBERT T2 HLBC + 1/79%
HTP 5635 0.041 0.030 SHEAFF 75 HLBC + 1/779%
HTP 27K 0.009 0.040 SMITH 75 WIRE + 1/79%
HTP L 4639 (0.164) (0.121) BERTRAND 76 EMUL + 1/79%
HTP 3263 0.152 0.082 BRAUN 76 HLBC + 1/79%
HTP L EXPERIMENTS WITH LARGE ERRORS NOT INCLUDED IN AVERAGE. 1/79%
HTP - . .
HTP AVG 0.034 0.020 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
HTP STUDENT 0.033 0.022 AVERAGE USING STUDENT1O(H/l.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT
Note on K and K Form Factors
23 23
Definitions of the parameters X+, £(0), >\°,
CHISQ ]fS/f+| and |f’1‘/f+| and a general discussion of the
A R DEUVAUX 7?7 SPEC 7.2 a £ lvsi . . .
. HOFFMASTE 72 HLBC 0.0 methods of analysis are given in Section VI B.2 of
44444 FOR 7?2 ASPK _1.8B
ORD o0 the text.
(CONLEU i i
-0.03 20.02  -0.01 0.00 0.01 20.611) This note.describes the .contents of the Data
QUAD. COEFF. K FOR K+ —--> PI+ PI+ PI- Card Listings for the two KUB parametrizations,
GT— LINEAR COEFFICIENT G FOR TAU DECAYS K- ——=> PI- PI- PI+ E(O)) and (>‘+’ )\0) ’ Whlch were dlscussed in
GT- FOR DEFINITION OF AY SEE NOTE IN SECTION GT+ ABOVE. N
GT- F 1347 (-C.220) (0.035} FERRO-LUZ 61 HBC - AY=0.28+-.045 10769 the text. Problems related to our data entries for
GT-ML 5778 (-0.190) (0.023) MOSCOsSO 68 HBC - AY=0.242+-.029 10/69
GT- 50919 -0.193 0.010 MAST 69 HBC =~ AY=0.244 +-.013 1/79% . . . . . .
6T- 750K  -0.2186  0.0028 FORD 72 ASPK - AY=0.2770+-.0035 1,79+ | individual experiments are discussed and a compari-
GT- Q 81K (-0.199) (0.008) LUCAS] 73 HBC - AY=0.252+-.011 10/72
GT- F NO RADIATIVE CORRECTIONS INCLUDED. 3 3
GT- L EXPERIMENTS WITH LARGE ERRORS NOT INCLUDED IN AVERAGE. 3/78 son of results is given.
GT—~ M ALSO INCLUDES CBC EVENTS.
GT- Q@ QUADRATIC DEPENDENCE IS REQUIRED BY KL EXPTS. FOR COMPARISON WE 1779%
GT- G AVERAGE ONLY THOSE K+- EXPERIMENTS WHICH QUOTE QUADRATIC FIT VALUES. 1/79% .
G- e e e e e K. Experiments
GT— AVG -0.2167 0.0066 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 2.5) —u3——-——-——-——-———
GT- STUDENT =-0.2173 0.0031 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) -~ SEE MAIN TEXT i
HT - GUADRATIC COEFF H FOR K- -=> PI- PI- PI+ 1/79% The matrix element for K 3 decay, assuming a
HT- 50919 -0.001 0.012 MAST 69 HBC ~— 1/79% }L
Hr- 750k 0.0125 0.0062 e HERASER = 1/79% | pure vector current, is given by Eq. (2) in Section
HT- AVG 0.0097 0.0055 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0) .
HT- STUDENT  0.0098 0.0061 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11} —- SEE MAIN TEXT VI B.2 of the text. Most experiments appear to be
KT— QUADRATIC CDEFF K FOR K= ==> Pl- PI- Pl1+ 1/79% . . +
KT- 50919  =0.01 0.012 AST 69 HBC - 1/779% compatible with the assumption that £, depends
KT— T50K -0. 0063 0.0019 FDRD T2 ASPK - 1/79% +
KT=- s e s s e e e e 3 9
KT= AVG -0.0084 0.0019 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0) llnearly on t and that f is conStant' only DALLY
KT- STUDENT ~-0.0084 0.0020 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) -~ SEE MAIN TEXT
72 (K ) appears to require A_ # O (by about three
DG  ((GT+)=(GT=))}/((GT+)+(GT-)) IN PERCENT
DG A NON-ZERO VALUE FOR THIS QUANTITV INDICATES CP VIOLATION
06 3.2 -0.70 0.53 ORD 70 ASPK 11770 standard deviations). A single data bin at low q
GTP LINEAR COEFFICIENT G FOR TAU PRIME DECAYS CHAR. K --> PI PIO PIO. » : 3
GTP UNLESS OTHERWISE STATED, ALL EXPTS INCLUDE TERMS QUADRATIC IN seems to be responsible. The effect is not observed
TP (S3-S0)/(MPI*%2). SEE MINI-REVIEW ABOVE. . . . . .
GTP K 1792  (0.48)  (0.04) KALMUS 64 HLEBC + 1/79% in the high-statistics experiment of DONALDSON2 74
GTP K 1874 (0.586) (0.098) BISI 65 HLBC + ALSO HBC 1/79%
GTP 4048 0. 544 0.048 DAVISON 69 HLBC + ALSO EMUL 1/79% 0
GTP L 158 (0.527) (0.102) PANDOULAS 70 EMUL + 1/79% (also K ).
GTP 1365 0.67 0.06 AUBERT 72 HLBC + 1/79% U3
GTP K 574 (0.484) (0.084) LUCAS2 73 HBC - DALITZ PRS ONLY L/79%
GTP 5635 0.630 0.038 SHEAFF 75 HLBC + 1/79% 3 3 .
GTP 27K 0.510 0.060 SMITH 75 WIRE + 1/79% ..2\.*.' E(O) Parametrlzatlon' A data from K’u3
GTP L 4639 (0.806) (0.220) BERTRAND 76 EMUL + 1/79% . +
GTP 3263 0.670  0.054 BRAUN 76 HLBC + 1/79% decay are entered into the K and K* sections of
GTP K AUTHORS GIVE LINEAR FIT ONLY. L
GTP L EXPERIMENTS WITH LARGE ERRORS NOT INCLUDED IN AVERAGE. . . . .
GTP e e e e e e, the Data Card Listings in subsection L+M. The
GTP AVG 0 607 0.030 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.3)
GTP STUDENT 0.610 ?;g§7lBEéZ§§aG§EEgLN? STUDENT10(H/1.11) —-— SEE MAIN TEXT corresponding E(O) values are entered in subsection
I IB, or XIC, depending on whether Method A, B
WEIGHTED AVERAGE = 0.607 * 0.030 XIa, XI1B, ! P g v
ERROR SCALED BY 1.3 or C, discussed below and in the text, was used.
The data cards contain the values, one-standard-
deviation errors A>\+ and A£(0), as well as the
. R =1/2
correlation 4g(0) /d>\+, all indicated on the e /
likelihood contour below. The correlations are
given on the right side of the £(0) data cards.
CHISQ )\+, )\0 Parametrization: This parametriza-
76 HLBC 1.3 s . . P
76 WIRE 2.6 tion is used in recent KU3 analyses. To facilitate
75 HLBC® 0.4 i between experiments, we convert earlier
oo HLBC i1 comparison between exp '
69 HLBC _1.7 experiments from the (A ,£(0)) parametrization to
7.2
(CONLEY A, ,A ) whenever possible (i.e., when A, and £(0)
0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 20.127) ( +' 0) p ( ’ + 3
LIN. ENERGY DEP. FOR K TO PI PIO PIO values, errors, and correlations are given). The

Rev. Mod. Phys., Vol. 52, No. 2, Part |1, April 1980
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P(i
we ~N
N dg (0)
+i Y —_ 7
§ L Slope ar,
v /

1 Py |

Apt ANy

transformation between these parametrizations is:

A, = %+ + ak(0) ,

2 dg (0) 2 2,2
A>\0 = (1 + 2a W;—) A>\+ + a“Ag ’
Eii = 1+ a dt(0)
d%+ d%+

2 2 2
where a = mﬂ/(mK-mW). The XO value, the one-
standard-deviation error AXO, and the correlation
dko/dk+ are given in subsection LO of the data

cards.

0.l

ARNOLD 74

l
) 0.1

XBL 762-2298 A4

1/

Fig. 1. One-standard-deviation (e +2) likelihood

contours in the (%+,X0) plane for KU3'

Rev. Mod. Phys., Vol. 52, No. 2, Part 11, April 1980

Data Card Listings

For notation, see key at front of Listings.

We also convert (%+,A0) results into the (A+,
£(0)) parametrization whenever possible so that
subsection LO is essentially equivalent to the three
subsections XIA, XIB, and XIC.

Individual analyses have used a variety of

parametrizations. Problems arise when trying to
express their results in terms of the parametri-
zations used here. The discussion of these problems
is divided into three sections corresponding to the
three methods of analyses discussed in the text.

Method A: Dalitz plot analyses and pion

spectrum analyses usually determine A+ and £(0)

(oxr AO) values, errors, and correlation. Such
measurements are entered in the L+M, XIA, and LO
subsections. They give rise to the error ellipses
shown in Figs. 1 and 2. These are approximations

to likelihood contours.

0.2

O.1

>

_0.2 I 1 l l ]
o) 0.l

XBL 762-2297 A Xq.

Fig. 2. One-standard-deviation (e_l/z) likelihood

contours in the (X+,X0) plane for Ku3.
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Data Card Listings

For notation, see key at front of Listings.

Some analyses of this type fix A+ and determine
£(0), e.g., CARPENTER 66 and PEACH 73 (both K:B) .

We enter £(0) and d€(0)/d)\+ in the XIA section and
give the fixed X+ value in the data card footnote.
The £(0) error is parenthesized because it does not
include the uncertainty in the value of X+. These
results, transformed to Ao measurements, give rise
to bands in Fig. 2. These bands are also approxi-
mations to the likelihood contours. The actual
likelihood bands would not be. straight.

In some cases, we alter an error from its
published value .in order to obtain an error ellipse
with a width which matches the error in £(0) for
fixed X+. These adjustments are noted in the £(0)
data card footnotes, e.g., for CALLAHAN1l 66 and
HAIDT 71 (K+ subsection XIA), where the published

errors and correlation violate the constraint

|ng| < 1 on the normalized correlation coefficient
CXE given by
o - Mvoaro
AE AE ar, .

In some cases, e.g., BRAUNl 73, the parametri-
zation used is X+, £(0), E(t*), where t* is the
weighted average of t with weighting according to
the sensitivity to £. 1In this case we do not use

£(0) .
‘to A_ or the slope of &(t).

It is a badly determined parameter comparable

Instead, we use

£ = @)@+ A
*
) &) oy +EEHE .
ax +
+
With the BRAUN1 73 values, X+ = 0.027, £(6.6) =

-0.34 * 0.20, and d€(6.6)/dk+ = -14, we obtain

£(0) = (-0.40%0.24) - 19(X+ - 0.027) ;

or for their fitted A+ = 0.025 *

£(0) = -0.36 *

0.017, we get
0.40.

Method B: Branching ratio experiments cannot

determine %+ and £(0) simultaneously, but simply
fix a relationship between them, given in Section
VI B.2 of the text. Results are usually quoted as
values of £(0) at fixed X+. We list these results
in subsection XIB, but we do not average them

because the X+ values differ. Instead, we compute

Rev. Mod. Phys., Vol. 52, No. 2, Part I, April 1980

a combined result by using the relations in the
text and our fitted values of F(KiB)/T(Kz3) and
F(K&3)/F(K;3), which include the branching ratios
from these experiments. The branching ratios from

our current edition and the results for £(0) and Xo

evaluated at X+ = 0.030 are

K K;
I‘(Ku3) /l“(xe3) 0.663 * .018(S=1.7) 0.695 *.017
£(0) -0.20 * .15 (s=1.7) +0.08 * .13
dg(0) /ax, -11.9 -10.3
A, +0.014 *.012(S=1.7) ‘+o.o37 +.011
ax /ax, +0.04 +0.12

The scale factor S is the amount by which the error
has been multiplied in order to compensate for
discrepancies in the branching ratios. These Ao
results give rise to the KUB/Ke3 bands in Figs. 1

and 2.

Method C: Polarization experiments measure

(E(t)) , the weighted average of £(t) over the t
range of the experiment, where the weighting
accounts for the variation with t of the sensi-
tivity to £(t). Such measurements are entered in
subsection XIC.

To reinterpret these results in the (%+,£(O))
parametrization, we recognize that X+= 0 corre-
sponds to £(t) constant (always assuming A_=0) so

that

zz(o)|)\+=O = (E) .

The correlation with K+ is given by the following

relations (valid for small X+);

~ t
£ = @@ @+ () .
™
EL0) ~ (e(en <L2> .
+ e

where (t/mi) is the average value of t weighted by

the sensitivity to &£(t). These results, transform-

ed to Ao and dko/dk+ value;, are entered in sub-

section LO and give rise to bands in Figs. 1 and 2.
In Figs. 1 and 2, we disregard those polari-

zation measurements for which dE(O)/d)x+ is not
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obtainable. Also we disregard MERLAN 73 because
the signs of £(0) and dE(O)/dX+ are opposite,
whereas the above equation requires them to be the

same (since t>0).

Comparison of K Experiments: Figures 1 and

2 show the likelihoog3contours in the (X+,X0) plane
for K:3 and Kﬂ3 respectively.

The KE3 Dalitz plot results (ellipses) shown
are fairly consistent and appear to cluster between
the Ku3/Ke3 result and the polarization results of
BETTELS 68 and CUTTS 69. The K&3 results are much
less consistent with a small cluster appearing in
the neighborhood of the DONALDSON2 74 result.

szfits to the results shown in Fig. 1 and
Fig. 2 yield the following values for A+ and Ao'

The corresponding values of £(0) are also given.

+ 0
K3 Ku3

>\+ +0.026 +0.008* +0.034 +0.005%

A, -0.003 +0.007% +0.022 +0.006*

ar,/ak, -0.11 -0.30

X%/ pF 40/19 76/14

s* 1.5 2.3

£(0) -0.35 +0.14% -0.14 *0.11

ag (o) /ax, -14. -15.

*All errors have been increased by the scale
factor S = (X2/DF)7 to take into account the
discrepancies between measurements.

In view of the large X2/DF of these fits,
especially K&a, the fit results should be taken
with a grain of salt. The largest contributors to
X2 in the K;3 case are CHIANG 72 with 8.1, and
the polarization results, BETTELS 68 with 6.8 and
CUTTS 69 with 5.5. 1In the KZB case the largest
contributors are the polarization results of
SANDWEISS 73 with 18, LONGO 69 with 14, and CLARK
77 with 10, and the Dalitz plot results of ALBROW
72 with 11, ALBRECHT 74 with 5.9, and PEACH 73 with
5.5. All other X2 values were less than 5.

The DONALDSON2 74 result

Rev. Mod. Phys., Vol. 52, No. 2, Part 1i, April 1980
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Data Card Listings

For notation, see key at front of Listings.

A, = 0.030 * 0.003

A = 0.019 * 0.004

clearly dominates the statistics in the Kﬁ3 case.

The X+ value is consistent with the Ke value of

3
A+, and with the pole approximation

£ (v) = £.(0) —5— .
+ + “t

L
2
mK*

Their fo(t) extrapolates linearly to the Callan-
Treiman point. It is less than two standard
deviations from the Ku3/Ke3 result.
K Experiments

The f_term of the matrix element [Egq. (2) text
Section VI B.2] can be neglected for Ke3 because
it is proportional to the lepton mass. The f+term
is usually assumed to be linear in t=gq = (PK— P“)z,
the square of the four-momentum transfer, i.e.,

the effective mass of the lepton pair. We quote

the linear coefficient Ai (L+E on the data cards).

There has been some suggestion of departure from
linearity [CHIEN 71 (Ki3) and Chounet, Gaillard,
and Gaillardl — Review] but no compelling evidence.
The A+ results are fairly consistent and the
average values are '

+

: = +
Ke3. X+ 0.0285 * 0.0043
o . = + =
Ke3. X+ 0.0301 £ 0.0016 (S=1.2)

where the K;3 error has been multiplied by the
scale factor 1.2 to compensate for inconsistencies
(see ideogram in K; section L+E).

See also the excellent reviews of Gaillard and
Chounet,l Chounet, Gaillard, and Gaillard,2 and

Pondrom.3
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Data Card Listings Stable Particles
For notation, see key at front of Listings. ' K*

10 CHARGED K FORM FACTORS Lo LAMBDA O (LINEAR ENERGY DEPENDENCE OF FO IN KMU3 DECAY)  —————————=
Lo WHEREVER PCSSIBLE, WE HAVE CCNVERTED THE ABOVE VALUES OF XI(0) INTO
RELATED TEXT SECTION VI B.2 AND MINI-REVIEW ABOVE. Lo VALUES OF LO USING THE ASSOCIATED L+M AND DXI/DL.
N . L0 W +0.058 0.036 . CALLAHA1 66 FRBC + PI1,0L0/0L+=-0.37 1/74
IN THE FORM FACTOR COMMENTS, THE FOLLOWING ABBREVIATIONS ARE USED. L0 L 6000 =0.063 (0.024) BETTELS 68 HLBC + POLsDLO/DL4=+.60 1/74
F+ AND F— ARE FORM FACTORS FOR THE VECTOR MATRIX ELEMENT. Lo L 3133 -0.056 (0.024) CuUTTS 69 DSPK + PCL,DLO/DL+=+.69 1/74
-FS AND FT REFER TO THE SCALAR AND TENSOR TERM. LO W 2041 -0.031 0.045 KIJEWSKI 69 OSPK + PI,0L0/DL+=~1.10 1/74
FO = (F+) + (F=)¥T/(MK*%2-MPI*x%2) LO W 3240 -0.039 0.029 HAIDT 71 HLBC + DP,DLO/DL+=-1.34 1/74
L+y L- AND LO ARE THE LINEAR EXPANSION COEFFS. OF F+, F- AND FO. LO W 4025 -0.026 0.013 ANKENBRAN 72 ASPK + P1,0L0/DL+=+0.03 1/74
L+ REFERS TO THE KMU3 VALUE EXCEPT IN THE KE3 SECTIONS. LO W 3480 +0.030 0.014 CHIANG 72 OSPK + DP,DLO/DL+=-0.21 1/74
DXI/DL IS THE CORRELATION BETWEEN XI(0) AND L+ IN KMU3. Lo D1897 -0.008 0.020 BRAUN1 73 HLBC + DP,DLO/DL+=-D.53 1/76
DLD/DL" 1S THE CORRELATION BETWEEN LO AND L+ IN KMU3. Lo 490 ~0.040 0.040 ARNOLOD 74 HLBC + DP,DLO/DL#=-0.62 7/74
= MOMENTUM TRANSFER TO THE PI IN UNITS OF MPI¥*2. LO B (-0.017) (0.011) BRAUN 74 HLBC + KMU3/KE3 VS. T 11/75
DP = DALITZ PLOT ANALYSIS Lo M 6527 -0.019 0.015 MERLAN 74 ASPK + DP,DLO/DL+=+0.27 3/74
PI = Pl SPECTRUM ANALYSIS LO L 1585 +0.008 0.097 BRAUN 75 HLBC + POL,0LO/DL+=+.92 1/76
MU = MU SPECTRUM ANALYSIS Lo H 55K +0.019 (0.010) HEINTZE T7 SPEC +. BR,yDLO/DL+=40.03 12/77
POL= MU POLARIZATION ANALYSIS Lo W LO CALCULATED BY US FROM X10y L+My AND DXI/DL. 1/74
BR = KMU3/KE3 BRANCHING RATIO ANALYSIS LoL LO VALUE IS FOR L#=0.03 CALCULATED BY US FROM XIO AND DXI/DL. 1/74
E = POSITRON OR ELECTRON SPECTRUM ANALYSIS Lo D THIS VALUE AND ERROR ARE TAKEN FROM BRAUN 75 BUT CORRESPOND TC THE 1776
RC = RADIATIVE CORRECTIONS Lo D BRAUN1 73 L+#M RESULT. DLO/DL+ IS FROM BRAUN1 73 DXI/DL IN XIA ABV. 1/76
Lo 8 BRAUN 74 IS A COMBINED KMU3-KE3 RESULT. IT IS NOT INDEPENDENT OF 11775
X1A XIA = F-/F+ (DETERMINED FROM SPECTRA) L B BRAUN1 73 (KMU3) AND BRAUN2 73 (KE3) FORM FACTOR RESULTS. 11/75
XIA 76 (+#1.8) 10.6) BROWN 62 XEBC + DP+BRy L+=0 . 1/74 Lo M MERLAN 74 LO AND DLO/DL+ WERE CALCULATED BY US FROM XIA, L+M, AND 3/74
XIA 87 (+0.7) (0.5) GIACOMELL 64 EMUL + MU+BR RVUE, L+=0 1/74 LO M DXI/DL. THEIR FIG.6 GIVES LO=-0.025+-0.012 AND NO DLO/DL+. 3/74
XIA J (-0.08) (0.71) JENSEN 64 XEBC + DP+BR(KMU3,KE3) 1/74 Lo H HEINTZE 77 USES L+=0.029+-0.003. DLO/DL+ ESTIMATED BY US. 12777
XIA 2648 (0.0} (1.1) (0.9) CALLAHA1 66 FRBC + MU, L+=0, T UNKN 1/74 Lo e e e e e e e e
XIA C 444 +0.72 0.9 CALLAHAL 66 FRBC + PI, DXI/DL=-17 1/74 LO FIT DISCUSSED IN NOTE ON KL3 FORM FACTORS ABOVE.
XIA 78 (-0.5) (0.9) EISLER 68 HLBC + PI,L+=0,NO DX/DL 1/74
XIA K204l ~0.5 0.8 KIJEWSKI 69 OSPK + PIl, DXI/DL=-26 1/74 L+E LAMBDA + (LINEAR ENERGY DEPENDENCE OF F+ IN KE3 DECAY)  ——————=—=
XIA HZ240 =1.1 0.56 HAIDT 71 HLBC + DPy DXI/DL=-29 1/74 L+E FOR RAD.COR. OF KE3 DP SEE GINSBURG 67 AND BECHERRAWY 70. 3/74
XIA A4025 -0.62 0.28 ANKENBRAN 72 ASPK + PI, DXI/DL=-12 1/74 L+E 217 +0.036 +045 BROWN 62 XEBC + PI, NO RC
XIA B3480 +0.45 0.28 CHIANG 72 QSPK + DPy DXI/DL=-15 1/74 L+E 407 -0.010 .029 JENSEN 64 XEBC + PI, NO RC 8/67
XIA D1897 -0.36 0.40 BRAUNL 73 HLBC + OP, DXI/DiL=-19 3/74 L+E 230 ~0. 04 .05 BORREANI 64 HBC + E+, NO RC 8/67
XIA N 4S50 -0.8 0.8 ARNOLD 74 HLBC + DP, DXI/DL=-20 11/75 L+E 854 0.045 0.017 0.018 BELLOTT2 67 FBC + DP, USES RC 11767
XIA M6527 -0.57 0.24 MERLAN ASPK + DP, DXI/DL= -9 3/74 L+E 1393 +0.016 .016 IMLAY 67 0OSPK + DP, NO RC . 8/67
XIA J JENSEN 64 GIVES L+M=L+E=-.020+-.027. DXI/DL UNKNOWN. INCLUDES 1/74 L+E 515 +0.028 .013 « 014 KALMUS 67 FBC + E+, PI, NO RC 8/67
XIA J SHAKLEE 64 XIB(KMU3/KE3). /74 L+E 960 .08 .04 BOTTERIL1 68 ASPK + E+, USES RC . 6/68
XIA C CALLAHAN 66 TABLE 1 (PI ANAL) GIVES OXI/DL=(.72-.05)}/(0-.04)==17, 1/74 L+E 90 =0.02 0.08 0.12 EISLER 68 HLBC + PI, USES RC 6/68
XIA C ERROR RAISED FROM .80 TO AGREE WITH DXI0=.37 FOR FIXED L+. /74 L+E 1458 . 045 .015 BOTTERIL 70 DSPK PI, USES RC 10769
XIA K KIJEWSKI 69 FIG. 17 WAS USED TO OBTAIN DXI/DL AND ERRORS 1/74 L+E 2707 C.027 0.010 STEINER 71 HLBC + OP, USES RC 11/71
XIA H HAIDT 71 TABLE 8 (DP ANAL) GIVES DXI/DL=(-1.140.5)/(.050-.029)=-29, 1/74 L+E 4017 0.029 0.011 - CHIANG 72 OSPK + DP, RC NEGLIGBLE 9/72
XIA H ERROR RAISED FROM .50 TO AGREE WITH DXI0=.20 FOR FIXED L+. 1/74 L+E A 0.027 0.008 BRAUN2 73 HLBC + NO RC 3/74
XIA A ANKENBRANDT 72 FIG. 3 WAS USED TO OBTAIN DXI/OL. 1/74 L+E B (0.025) (0.007) BRAUN 74 HLBC + KMUZ/KEB VS. T 11775
XIA B CHIANG 72 FIG. 10 WAS USED TO OBTAIN DXI/DL. 1/74 L+E A BRAUN2 73 STATES THAT RC OF GINSBERG 67 WOULD LOWER L+E BY .002 BUT 3/74
XIA B FIT HAD L-=L+ BUT WOULD NOT CHANGE FOR L-= L.PONDROM,PRIV.COM. T4 1/74 L+E A THAT RC OF BECHERRAWY DISAGREES AND WOULD RAISE L+E BY .005 1/76
XIA D BRAUN1 73 GIVES XI(T)==.34+-.,20, DXI(T)/0OL+=-14 FOR L+=.027, T=6.6. 3/74 L+E B BRAUN 74 IS A CCMBINED KMU3-KE3 RESULT. IT IS NOT INDEPENDENT OoF 11/75
XIA D WE CALCULATE ABOVE XI(0) AND DXI(0)/DL+ FOR THEIR L+=,025+-.017 . 3/74 L+E B BRAUN1 73 (KMU3) AND BRAUN2 73 (KE3) FORM FACTOR RESULTS. 11/75
XIA N ARNOLD 74 FIG. 4 WAS USED TG OBTAIN XIA AND DXI/DL. 11/75 L+E D N B
XIA M MERLAN 74 FIG.5 WAS USED TO OBTAIN DXI/DL. 3/74 L+E AVG 0.0285 0.0043 AVERAGE (ERRCR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
XIA P L L+E STUDENT 0.0284 0.0047 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT
XIA FIT DISCUSSED IN NOTE ON KL3 FORM FACTORS ABOVE.
FS FS/F+ RATIC OF SCALAR TO F+ COUPLINGS FOR KE3 DECAY(ABS. VALUE)----
X18 XIB = F-/F+ (DETERMINED FROM KMU3/KE3) FS .18 OR LESS C 90 BELLOTT2 67 HLSBC 10/69
X18B THE KMU3/KE3 BRANCHING RATIO FIXES A RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN XI(O0) 1/74 FS 30 OR LESS KALMUS 67 HLBC + 10/69
XIB AND L+. WE QUOTE THE AUTHORS XI1(0) AND ASSOCIATED L+ BUT DO NOT 1/74 FS 0.23 OR LESS BOTTERIL1 68 ASPK 8/66
X18B AVERAGE BECAUSE THE L+ VALUES DIFFER. THE FIT RESULT AND SCALE /74 Fs 2707 0.14 0.03 STEINER Tl HLBC + L+,FS,FT,PHI FIT 2/72
X18 FACTOR GIVEN IN THE ABOVE NCTE ON KL3 FORM FACTORS ARE NOT OBTAINED 2/76 FS 4017 0.13 OR LESS CHIANG 72 OSPK + 9/72
X18 FROM THESE XIB VALUES. INSTEAD THEY ARE OBTAINED DIRECTLY FROM THE 2/76 FS 2827 0.00 0.10 BRAUN 75 HLBC + 12775
XI8B FITTED KMU3/KE3 RATIO (R29). 2/76 FS R
X18 =0.17 0.75 0.99 SHAKLEE 64 XEBC + BRy L#+=0 1/74 FS AVG 0.125 0.044 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.3)
XIB +0.6 0.5 BISI 1 65 HBC + BRy L+=0 1/74 FS  STUDENT 0.126 0.037 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) —-- SEE MAIN TEXT
X18 500 +0.8 0.6 CuTTS 65 OSPK + BRy L+=0 1/74 B
XI8 636 +0. 4 0.4 CALLAHA1L 66 FRBC + BR, L+=0 1/74 FT FT/F+ RATIO OF TENSOR T0 F# COUPLINGS FOR KE3 DECAY(ABS. VALUE)-—--
X1B 306 +0.75 2.50 AUERBACH 67 OSPK + BRy L+=0 1/74 FT +58 OR LESS BELLOTT2 67 HLBC 10769
XIB B8 5601 (-0.08) (0.15) BOTTERIL2 68 ASPK + BRyL+=.023+-.008 1/74 FT 1.1 OR LESS C KALMUS 67 HLBC + 10769
XIB E 13S8 (-0.60) (0.20) EICHTEN 68 HLBC + BR, SEE NOTE E 1/74 FT 0.58 OR LESS C .90 BOTTERIL1 68 ASPK 8/66
X18B 986 +1.0 0.6 GARLAND 68 OSPK + BRy L+=0 1/74 FT 2707 0.24 0.16 0.14 STEINER 7L HLBC + L +4FSsFT,PHI FIT 2/72
XIB . +0.91 0.82 ZELLER 69 ASPK + BR, L+=.023 /74 FT 4017 0.75 OR LESS CL=.90 CHIANG 72 0OSPK + 9772
X1g 8 =0.325 0.22 BOTTERIL 70 OSPK + BR,L 045+-,015 1/74 FT 2827 0.07 0.37 BRAUN 75 HLBC + 12775
XIB8 E1505 ~0.81 0.27 HAIDT 71 HLBC + BR,L+=.028,FIG.8 1/74 FT D ) )
XIB 5825 0.0 0.15 CHIANG 72 OSPK + BRsL 03,FIG.10 1/74 FT  AVG 0.22 0.14 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTGR OF 1.0)
XIB H 55K -0.12 0.12 HEINTZE 77 CNTR + BRyL#=.029 3/78 FT STUDENT 0.22 0.15 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) —- SEE MAIN TEXT
XIB B8 BOTTERIL 70 IS REEVALUATICN OF BOTTERIL 2 68 WITH DIFFERENT L+. /74
X118 E EICHTEN 68 HAS L+=.023+-.008, T=4, INDEP. OF L-. REPL. BY HAIDT 71. 1/74 FTM FT/F+ RATIO OF TENSOR TO F+ COUPLINGS FOR KMU3 DECAY  ——---——==—-=
XIB H CALCULATED BY US FRCM LO AND L+ GIVEN BELOW. 3/78 © FTM 1585 0. 02 0.12 BRAUN 75 HLBC 1776
x1e P R
XIB FIT DISCUSSED IN NOTE ON KL3 FORM FACTORS ABOVE. KE4 KE4 DECAY FCRM FACTORS ARE GIVEN IN THE FDLLUHING PAPERS
KE4 ASILE 71 ASPK + 11775
XIC XIC = F-/F+ (DETERMINED FROM MU POLARIZATION IN KMU3) M R KE4 BElER 73 DSPK += 11/75
XIC THE MU POLARIZATION IS A MEASURE OF XI(T). NO ASSUMPTIONS ON L#- KE4 ROSSELET 77 SPEC + 2/80%
XIC NECESSARY, T (WEIGHTED BY SENSITIVITY TO XIO) SHOULD BE SPECIFIED.
X1C IN L+,XI(0) PARAMETERIZATION THIS IS XI(0) FOR L+#=0. DXI/DL=XI*T. Aok R FAEARARDER RERAARRRR HR IR
XI1C FCR RAD. CORR. TO MUON POLARIZATION IN KMU3 SEE GINSBERG 71. '
XIC T 21000 (+1.2) (2.4) (1.8) BORREANI 65 HLBC + POLARIZATICN 8767
XIC T S00 BTWN -4.0 AND +1.7 CUTTS 65 OSPK + LONG. POL. 1/74 REFERENCES FOR CHARGED K
XIC T 397 (-1l.4) (1.8) CALLAHAL 66 FRBC + TOTAL POL. 8/67
XIC T 2950 (-0.7) 0.9) (3.3) CALLAHA1 66 FRBC + LONG. POL. 8/67 BIRGE 56 NC 4 834 BIRGEy PERKINSy PETERSON, STORKs WHITEHEA (LRL)
XIC B600O -1.0 0.3 BETTELS 68 HLBC + TOTAL POL. T=4.9 1/74 ILOFF 56 PR 102 927 ILOFF ,GOLDHABER, LANNUTTI,G1LBERT + (LRL}
XIC C€3133 -0.95 0.3 CuTTS 69 OSPK + TOTAL POL. T=4.0 1/74 ALEXANDE 57 NC 6 478 AL EXANDER y JOHNSTON,OCEALLAIGH (DUBLIN INST)
XIC M 40K (-0.64) (0.27) MERL AN 74 ASPK + POL,DXI/DL=¢1.7 3/74 COHEN 57 FUND.CCNS.PHYS. +CROWE , DUMOND (ATOMICS INTERL+LRL+CIT)
XIC D1585 -0.25 1.20 BRAUN 75 HLBC + POL. T=4.2 1/76 EISENBER 58 NC B8 663 EISENBERG yKOCH s LOHRMANN,NIKOLIC + (BERN)
X1c T T VALUE NOT GIVEN. -] BURRGWES 59 PRL 2 117 BURROWESy CALDWELLy FRISCHyHILL + (MIT)
XIC B BETTELS 68 DXI/DL=XI*T==1,0%4,9=-4.9 . TAYLOR 59 PR 114 359 S TAYLOR,HARRIS, OREAR,LEE,BAUMEL (COLUMBIA}
XIC C CUTTS 69 T=4.0 WAS CALCULATED FROM FIG.8. OXI/DL=XI*T=-,95%4=-3.8 . 1/74
XIc M MERLAN 74 POLARIZATION RESULT (FIG.5) NOT POSSIBLE. SEE DISCUSSION 1/76 FREDEN 60 PR 118 564 S C FREDEN,F C GILBERT,R S WHITE (LRL)
XIC M OF POLARIZATION EXPERIMENTS IN NOTE OGN KL3 FORM FACTORS ABOVE. 1/76 BARKAS 61 PR 124 1209 BARKAS yDYER ¢ MASUN, NORRI Sy, NICKOLS+SMIT (LRL)
XIC D BRAUN 75 OXI/DL=XI*T=-,25%4.2==1.0 . 1/76 BHOWMIK 61 NC 20 857 B BHOWMIKsP C JAIN,P C MATHUR (DELHI UNIV)
XIC P FERRO-LU 61 NC 22 1087 FERRO-LUZZI,MILLERy MURRAY s ROSENFELD+ (LRL)
XIC FIT DISCUSSED IN NOTE ON KL3 FORM FACTORS ABOVE. NORDIN 61 PR 123 2166 PAUL NORDIN JR (LRL)
61 PRL 7 346 ROEy SINCLAIRy BROWNy GLAS ER + (MICH+LRL)
IXI IMAGINARY PART OF XI (TEST OF T REVERSAL) = ———————————m——=———— BOYARSKI 62 PR 128 2398 BOYARSKI sLOHyNIEMELA,RITSON (MIT)
IX1 2648 0.0 1 CALLAHAl 66 FRBC + MU 1/ 74 BROWN 62 PRL 8 450 BROWNy KADY K, TRILLING, ROE+ (LRLyMICH)
IXI 397 +1l.6 CALLAHAL 66 FRBC +  TOTAL POL. /74 BARKAS 63 PRL 11 26 W H BARKAS,J N DYERy,H H HECKMAN (LRL)
IxXI1 2950 0.5 0.5 CALLAHAL 66 FRBC + LONG. POL. 1/74 .
IXI 6000 -0.1 BETTELS 68 HLBC + TOTAL POL. 1774 BORREANI 64 PL 12 123 G BORREANI,G RINAUDO,A WERBROUCK (TURIN)
Ix1 3133 -0.3 0.4 CUTTS 69 0SPK + TOTAL POL. FIG.7 1/74 CALLAHAN 64 PR 136 B 1463 A CALLAHAN,R MARCHs;R STARK (WISCONSIN)
X1 e e e CAMERINI 64 PRL 13 318 CAMERINIy CLINEy FRY 4POWELL (WISCONSIN+LRL)
IX1°AVG -0.09 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0) CLINE 64 PRl 13 101 D CLINEs W F FRY (WISCONSINY
IXI STUDENT -0.10 AVERAGE USING STUDENT1O(H/1.11) -— SEE MAIN TEXT GIACCOMEL 64 NC 34 1134 GIACOMELLIyMONTI,QUARENI+ (BOLOGNAyMUNICH)
GREINER 64 PRL 13 284 D GREINER, W GCSBORNE, W BARKAS (LRL)
L+M LAMBOA + (LINEAR ENERGY DEPENDENCE OF F+ IN KMU3 DECAY) rr——— JENSEN 64 PR 136 B1431 JENSEN SHAKLEE 4 ROE, SINCLAIR {MICH)
L+M SEE ALSO THE CORRESPONDING ENTRIES AND FOOTNOTES IN SECTIONS XIA, KALMUS 64 PRL 13 99 +KERNAN, PU, POWELLy DOWD (LRL,WISC)
LM XICy AND LO. SHAKLEE 64 PR 136 B 1423 SHAKLEE s JENSEN,ROE,SINCLAIR (MICH)
L+M FOR RAD.COR. OF KMU3 DP SEE GINSBURG 70 AND BECHERR&HV 70. 3/74
L+M 444 0.0 0.05 CALLAHA1 66 FRBC + 1/74 BIRGE 65 PR 139 B 1600 BIRGE,ELY,GIDAL, CAMERINI,CLINE + (LRL+WISC)
L+M 2041 0. 008 0.026 KIJEWSKI 69 OSPK + PI 1774 BISI 65 NC 35 768 BISI,BORREANI,CESTER,FERRARD + (TORINO)
L+M 3240 0.050 0.018 HAIOT 71 HLBC + DOP /74 BISI 1 65 PR 139 B 1068 BORREANIy MARZARI-CHIESA,RINAUDO+ (TORINO)
L+M  A4025 0.024 0.019 ANKENBRAN 72 ASPK + PI 1/74 BORREANI 65 PR 140 B1686 BORREANI ,GIDAL,RINAUDO, CAFORIO+ (BARI,TORI)
L+M 3480 -0.006 0.015 CHIANG 72 OSPK + DP 1/74 CALLAHAN 65 PRL 15 129 A CALLAHAN,D CLINE (WISCONSIN)
L+M 1897 '0.025 0.017 BRAUN1 73 HLBC + DP 3/74 CAMERINI &5 NC 37 1795 +CLINE,GIDALy KALMUSs KERNAN (WISC+LRL)
L+M 490 0.025 0.030 ARNOLD 74 HLEBC + DP T/74 CLINE 65 PL 15 293 A CLINE+W F FRY {WISCONSIN)
LM 6527 0.027 0.019 MERLAN T4 ASPK + 3/74 cuTTS 65 PR 138 B969 CUTTS, ELIOFF, STIENING (LRL)
L+M A ANKENBRANDT 72 L+ FROM FI1G.3 TO MATCH DXI/DL. TEXT GIVES «024+-,022 1/74
L+M DE MARCO 65 PR 140 B 1430 DE MARCO,GROSSOy RINAUDO (TORINO+CERN)
L+eM FIT D‘SCUSSED IN NUTE ON KL3 FORM FACTORS ABOVE. FITCH 65 PR 140 B 1088 FITCHyQUARLES, WILKINS (PRINCETON+MT HOLYOKE)
GREINER 65 ARNS 15 67 QUOTED BY BARKAS (LRL)
STAMER 65 PR 138 B 440 STAMERy HUETT ERy KOLLER, TAYLORsGRAUMAN (STEV)
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S84 Particle Data Group: Review of particle properties

Stable Particles Data Card Listings
K*, K° For notation, see key at front of Listings.

TRILLING 65 UCRL 16473 GEORGE H TRILLING (LRL) BERTRAND 76 NP B114 387 +SACTON + (BRUX+UBEL +DUUC+LOUC+WARS )
UPDATED FROM 1565 ARGONNE CONF., PAGE 5. BLOCH 76 PL 608 393 +BUNCE, DEVAUX,DIAMANT—-BERGER+  (GEVA+SACL)
YOUNG 65 UCRL 16362 POH-SHIEN YOUNG (THESIS,BERKELEY) (LRL) BRAUN 76 LNC 17 521 +MARTYN, ERRIQUEZ + {AACH+BARI+BELG+CERN)
ALSO 67 PR 156 l464 | P—S YOUNG,WeZ+OSBORNE W oH.BARKAS (LRL) DIAMANTB 76 PL 628 485 DIAMANT-BERGER+BLOCHDEVAUX +  (SACL+GEVA)
HEINTZE 76 PL 608 302 +HEINZ ELMANN, IGO-KEMENES,MUNDHENKE+ (HEID)
CALLAHAL 66 PR 150 1153 CALLAHAN ,CAMERINI+(WISC,LRL,RIVERS IDEs BARI) SMITH 76 NP B109 173 +BOOTH s RENSHALL s JONES+- (GLAS+L IVP+OX F+RHEL )
CALLAHAN 66 NC  44A 90 A C CALLAHAN (WISCONSIN} WEISSENB 76 NP B115 55 WEISSENBERG,EGOROV,MINERVINA+  (ITEP+LEBD)
CESTER 66 PL 21 343 CESTERESCHSTRUTH, ONEILL+ (PRINCETON-PENN ) .
ALSO 67 AUERBACH, FOOTNOTE 1. ABRAMS 77 PR D15 22 +CARRGLL,KYCIASLI 4MICHAELs MOCKETT +  (BNL)
DEVAUX 77 NP Bl26 11 +BLOCH,DIAMANT-BERGERy MAILLARD+ (SACL+GEVA)
AUERBACH 67 PR 155 1505 +DOBBS y MANN, MCFARLANE , WHITE+ (PENN, PRIN) HEINTZE 77 PL 708 482 +HEINZELMANN, 1GD-KEMENES, + (HEID+CERN)
ALSO 74 PR D9 3216 ERRATUM ROSSELET 77 PR D15 574 +EXTERMANN,F1SCHER ,GUI SAN + (GEVA+SACL)
BELLOTT1 67 HEIDELBERG CONF  BELLGTTI,PULLIA (MILAN) BARKOV 79 NP B148 53 +VASSERMAN, ZOLOTOREV KRUPIN+ ( SIBERIA+KIAE)
BELLOTT2 67 NC 52A 1287 BELLOTTI . IORINI ,PULLIA (MILAN) HEINTZE 79 NP B149 365 +HEINZ ELMANN, 1GO-KEMENES+ (HEID+CERN)
ALSO 66 PL 20 690 BELLOTT I, FIORINI, PULLI A+ (MILAN) :
BISI 67 PL 258 572 BISI,CESTER,CHIESA,VIGGNE (TORINO) QUANTUM NUMBER DETERMINATIONS NOT REFERRED TO IN THE DATA CARDS
BOTTERIL 67 PRL 19 982 BOTTERILL, BROWN, CORBETT,CULLIGAN + (OXFORD) BLCCK 62 CERN CONF 371 BLOCKy LENDINARA; MONART (NWES+BOLOGNA)
ALSO 68 BCTTERIL
BOWEN 67 PR 154 1314 BOWENy MANN (MCFARLANE s HUGHE S+ ( PENN—PRINCETO} PAPERS NOT REFERRED TO IN DATA CARDS
CLINEL 67 HEIDELBERG CONF  CLINE,HAGGERTY,SINGLETON,FRY+  (WISCONSIN)
CLINEZ 67 HERCEG NOVI TBL.4 D.CLINEsPROC.INTL.SCH.ON ELEM.PART.PHYSICS BRENE 61 NP 22 553 BRENE, EGARDT ,QVIST (NGRD}
BIRG 63 PRL 11 35 BIRGE,ELY, GIDAL,CAMERINI + (LRL+WISC+BARI)
FLETCHER 67 PRL 19 98 FLETCHER,BETER,EDWRADS 5+ CILLINCIS) ADAIR 64 PL 12 67 ADAIR,LEIPUNER (YALE, BNL )
FORG 67 PRL 18 1214 +LEMONICK, NAUENB ERG, P IROUE (PRINCE TON) CABIBBO 64 PL 9" 352 CABIBBO, MAKSYMOWICZ (CERN)
IMLAY 67 PR 160 1203 TMLAY , ESCHSTRUTH, FRANKL IN+ (PRINCETON) ALSO 64 PL 11 360 CABIBBO, MAKSYMOW ICZ (CERN)
KALMUS 67 PR 159 1187 KALMUS 5 KERNAN (LRL) ALSD 65 PL 14 72 CABIBBOsMAKSYMOWICZ (CERN)
ZINCHENK 67 RUTGERS(THESIS)  ZINCHENKO (RUTGERS)
CABIBBO 66 BERKELEY CONF 33 CABIBBO (CERN}
BETTELS 68 NC 56A 1106 AACHEN-BAR I~BERGEN—C ERN—EP-NIJMEGEN-DR SAY+ GINSBERG 67 PR 162 1570 EDWARD S GINSBERG (U. MASS BOSTON)
ALSC 71 HAIDT WILLIS 67 HEIDELBERG 273 W J WILLIS —RAPPORTEUR TALK (YALE)
BCTTERIL 68 PR 171 1402 BOTTERILL,BROWN,CLEGG,CORBETT + (DXFORD) CRONIN 68 VIENNA CONF 241  RAPPORTEUR TALK (PRINCETON)
BOTTERIL 68 PR 174 1661 BOTTERILL,BRCWN, CLEGG, CORBETT + (OXECRD) HAIDT 2 69 PL 298 696 + (AACHsBARI,CERN,EPOL,NIJM,0RSA;PADO, TCRI)
BOTTERI2 68 PRL 21 766 BOTTERILL ,BROWN,CLEGG,CORBETT + (OXFGRD)
BUTLER 68 UCRL-18420 +BLANDs GOL DHABER, GOL DHABER , HIRATA+ (LRL) BARDIN 70 PL 328 121 BARDIN,BILENKY,PONTECORVD (JINR)
CHANG 68 PRL 20 510 CHANG ; YODH s EHRLICH 4 PLANG+ { MARY LAND, RUT GERS ) BECHERRA 70 PR D1 1452 T.BECHERRAWY {ROCH)
FEARING 70 PR D3 542 +FISCHBACK s SMITH (STON+BOHR }
CHEN 68 PRL 20 73 CHEN,CUTTS s KIJEWSKI, STIENING + (LRL,MIT) GAILLARD 70 CERN 70-14 M K GAILLARD, L M CHOUNET (CERN+DRSA)
EICHTEN 68 PL 278 586 AACHEN-BARI~CERN—-EP-ORSAY-PADOVA-VALENCIA GINSBERG 70 PR D1 229 E S GINSBERG (IIT HAIFA)
EISLER 68 PR 169 1090 EISLERs FUNGy MARATECKsMEYERsPLANO  (RUTGERS)
ESCHSTRU 68 PR 165 1487 ESCHSTRUTH  FRANKLIN, HUGHES+{(PRINCETON, PENN) GINSBERG 71 PR D4 2893 E S GINSBERG (MIT)
GARLAND 68 PR 167 1225 +TSIPIS,DEVONS,ROSEN+ (COLUMBIA+RUTG yWISC) CHOUNET 72 PL 4C 199 (PHYS. REPTS.)CHOUNET, 2*GAILLARD(ORSA+CERN)
MOSCOSO 68 THESIS M L MOSCOSG (UNIV PARIS ORSAY)
cutTTS 69 PR 184 1380 +STIENING, WIEGAND, DEUTSCH (LRLy MIT) AR
ALSO 68 PRL 2C 955 CUTTS,STIENING,WIEGAND , DEUTSCH (LRL, MIT) kK RO RORE ok Rk k
OAVISON 69 PR 180 1333 +BACASTOW, BARKAS, EVANS » FUNG; PORTER+  ( UCR)
ELY 69 PR 180 1319 ELY,GIDAL,HAGOPTAN,KALMUS+ (LOUC+WISC+LRL ) KO
EMMERSON 69 PRL 23 393 EMMERSON, QUIRK (OXFORD) - 11 NEUTRAL K(498,4P=0~) I=1/2
HERZG 69 PR 186 1403 +BANNER, BETER, BERTRAM, EDWARDS + (L) = -
KIJEWSKI 69 UCRL-18433 THESIS P K KIJEWSKI (LBL)
LOBKOWIC 69 PR 185 1676 +MELISSINDS, NAGASHIMA, TEWKSBURY+ (ROCH, BNL ) 11 NEUTRAL K MASS (MEV)
ALSD 66 PRL 17 548 LOBKOWICZ,MELI SSINOS yNAGASHIM+  (ROCH+BNL )
MACEK 69 PRL 22 32 MACEK, MANNy MC FARL ANE, ROBERTS+(PENN, TEMPLE) M 498.1 0.4 CHRISTENS 64 0SPK
MAST 69 PR 183 1200 +GERSHWI Ny ALSTON-GARNJOST, BANGERTER+  (LRL) M 2223  497.44 0.33 KIM 65 HBC KO FROM PBAR P 6/66
ZELLER = 69 PR 182 1420 ZELLER,HADDOCKsHELLAND 4 PAHL+ (UCLA,LRL) M 4500 498.9 0.5 BALT AY 66 HBC KO FROM PBAR P 6/66
M 497,44 0.50 FITCH 67 DSPK 11767
BOTTERIL 70 PL 318 325 +BROWN,CLEGG ; CORBETT ;CULLIGAN+ (CXF) M D
FORD 70 PRL 25 1370 +P IROUE, REMMEL s SMITH, SOUDER (PRIN) M AVG 497.87 0.32 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.5)
GRAUMAN 70 PR D1 1277 +KOLLER,TAYLOR,PANDOULAS+ (STEV,SETO,LEHI) M STUDENT 457.83 0.26 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11} -- SEE MAIN TEXT
ALSO 69 PRL 23 737 +KOLLER s TAYLOR ;PANDGULA S+  (STEVsSETOysLEHI ) MF 497,67 0.13  FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.1) 2/80%
MACEK 70 PR D1 1249 +MANN, MCFARL ANE, ROBERTS {PENN) (SEE IDEOGRAM BELOW )
MALTSEV 70 SJNP 10 678 +PESTOVA, SCLODDVNIKOVA, FADEEV + (JINR)
PANDOULA 70 PR D2 1205 +TAYLORy KOLLERy GRAUMAN + (STEV, SETO)
BASILE 71 PL 36B 619 +BREHIN,DIAMANT-BERGER , KUNZ (SACL+GEVA) HEIGHTED AVERAGE = 497.87 + 0.32
v " - ’ +
BOURGUIN 71 PL 36B 615 +BOYMOND, EXT ERMANNy MARASCO + (GEVA, SACL) ERROR SCALED BY 1.5
HAIDT 71 PR D3 10 AACHEN+BARI+CERN+EP+NI JMEGEN+ORSAY +PADDV A+ [
ALSG 69 PL  29B 691 +(AACH,BART,CERN,EPOL, NIJM, ORSAY,PADO, TORT )
KLEMS 71 PR D4 66 +HILDEBRAND,STIENING (CHIC, LRL)
ALSO 70 PRL 24 1086 KLEMS ;HILDEBRAND , STIENING (LRL,CHIC)
ALSOD 70 PRL 25 473 KLEMS, HILDEBRANDs STIENING (LRL,CHIC)
KUNSELMA 71 PL 348 485 R. KUNSELMAN (WYOMING) Values above of weighted average,
ort 71 PR D3 s2 OTT,PRITCHARD (LGQM ) error, ,and scale factor are for the
ROMANO 71 PL 368 525 +RENTON,AUBERTBURBAN-LUTZ (BARI,CERN,ORSA) reader!s convenience only, The
SCHWEINB 71 PL 36B 246 * AACHEN+BELGIUM+CERN+NIJMEGEN+P ADOVA COLLAB data were actually processed by a
STEINER 71 PL 368 521 AACHEN+BARI+CERN+EPOL+DRS A+NIJM+PADO+TORIN constrained fit program, which
ABRAMS 72 PRL 29 1118 +CARROLL,KYCIA,L 15 MENES 4 MICHAEL + (BNL) calculates its own values of X, 6,
’ i1, . i i
ANKENBRA 72 PRL 28 1472 ANKENBRAND T4 LARSEN+ (BNL+LASL+FNAL+YALE) and scale factor, which are differ-
AUBERT 72 NC 12A 509 +HEUSSEy PASCAUD, VIALLE+ (OR SA+BRUX+EPOL ) ent from the values shown here.
BEIER 72 PRL 29 678 +BUCHHDLZ s MANN , PARKER (PENNSYLVANIA)
CHIANG 72 PR D6 1254 +ROSEN, SHAPIRDyHANDLER s GLSEN+  (ROCH+WISC)
CLARK 72 PRL 29 1274 +CORK,ELTOFF ,KERTH , MCRE YNOLDS , NEWTON+ (LBL) CHISQ
EDWARDS 72 PR 05 2720 +BEIER, BERTRAM, HERZO,KOESTER + (ILL)
FORD 72 PL 388 335 +PTROUE , REMMEL , SMITH , SOUDER (PRINCETON) —t— : FITCH 67 OSPK 0.7
HOFFMAST 72 NP 836 1 HOFFMASTER ;KOLLER s TAYLOR+  (STEV+SETO+LEHI) + ... .BALTAY 66 HBC 4.3
ABRAMS 73 PRL 39 500 +CARROLLyKYCIAyL1,MENES MICHAEL + (BNL) b N KIN 65 HBC 1.7
BACKENST 73 PL 438 431 BACKENSTOSS, BAMBERGER +( CERN+KARL+HEID+STOH) — .. .. .\ - -CHRISTENS 64 0OSPK 0.3
BEIER 73 PRL 30 399 +BUCHHOLZy MANN, PARKER , ROBERTS (PENN)
BRAUNL 73 PL 47B 182 AACHEN+BAR 1+BRUSSELS+CERN CCLLABORATION 7.0
ALSO 75 BRAUN (CONLEV
BRAUN2 73 PL 47B 185 AACHEN+BARI+BRUSSELS+CERN COLLABORATIGN . 496.5 497.5 498.5 499.5 §00.5 =0.072)
ALSG 75 BRAUN
CABLE 73 PR D8 3807 +HILDEBRAND, PANG, STIENING (EFI+LBL) NEUTRAL K MASS (MEV)
LJUNG 73 PR D8 1307 D.LJUNG,D.CLINE (WISC)
ALSG 72 PRL 28 523 D.LJUNG (WISC)
ALSC 72 PRL 28 1287 D.CLINEs D.LJUNG (wisc) | - -
ALSO 69 PRL 23 326 CAMERINI »LJUNG , SHEAFF,CLINE (WISC) -
LUCASL 73 PR D8 719 LUCAS»TAFT WILLIS (YALE) 11 (KO) - (K+-) MASS DIFFERENCE (MEV)
LUCAS2 73 PR D8 727 LUCAS, TAFT yWILLIS (YALE) .
PANG 73 PR D8 1989 +HILDEBRAND, CABLE,STIENING  (EFI+ARIZ+LBL) D 3.9 0.6 ROSENFELD 59 HBC -
ALSO 72 PL 40B 699 CABLE, HILDEBRAND, PANG, STIENING (EFI+LBL) ] 5.4 1.1 CRAWFORD 59 HBC +
SMITH 73 NP B6D 411 +BOOTHRENSHALL s JONES+ (GLAS+LIVP+OXF+RHEL) D 9 3.90 0.2 BURNSTEIN 65 HBC -
[ 7 3.71 0.3 5 HBC - K- P TO KON 6/68
ARNGLD 74 PR D9 1221 C L ARNGLDsB P ROE,D SINCLAIR (MICH) ] 417 3.95 0.2 HILL 68 DBC +  K+D TO KOPP 3/68
BRAJN 74 PL 51B 393 +CORNELSSEN, MARTYN +  ( AACH+BARI+BRUX+CERN) 0 Cee e e
CENCE 74 PR D10 776 +HARRIS, JONES, MORGADO + (HAWA+LBL+HISC) D AVG 3.92 0.14 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
ALSD 73 THESIS (UNPUBL.) D B CLARKE (WISC) D STUDENT  3.91 0.15 AVERAGE USING STUDENTLO(H/1.11) —- SEE MAIN TEXT
KUNSELMA 74 PR C9 2469 R.KUNSELMAN ' (WYOM) o FIT 4.01 0.13  FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR GF 1.1} 2/80%
MERLAN 74 PR D9 107 +KASHA s WANDERER y ADAI R+ (Y ALE+BNL +L ASL )
WEISSENB 74 PL 488 474 WEISSENBERG(EGOROV,MINERVINA + (ITEP+LEBD) AR ook oK ok
BLOCH 75 PL 568 201 +BREHI N, BUNCE, DEVAUX + (SACL+GEVA) REFERENCES FOR NEUTRAL K
BRAUN 75 NP B89 210 +CORNELSSEN,MARTYN+  ( AACH+BARI+BRUX+CERN)
CHENG 75 NP A254 381 +ASANGs CHENy DUGAN, HU» WU » HUGHES + (COLU+YALE) CRAWFORD 59 PRL 2 112 .  CRAWFORD,CRESTI,G00D,STEVENSON,TICHO (LRL)
HEARD1 75 PL 55B 324 +HEINTZE ;HETNZE L MANN+ (CERN+HEID) ROSENFEL 59 PRL 2 110 A H ROSENFELD,F SOLMITZ,R D TRIPP (LRL)
HEARD2 75 PL 558 327 +HEINTZE, HEINZ ELMANN+ (CERN+HEID) CHRISTEN 64 PRL 13 138 CHRISTENSONy CRONIN, FITCH, TURLAY (PRINCE TON)
SHEAFF 75 PR D12 2570 M. SHEAFF (WISC) BURNSTEI 65 PR 138 B 895 R A BURNSTEINsH A RUBIN (MARYLAND )
SMITH 75 NP BOL 45 +BOOTH,RENSHALL, JONES+ (GLAS+LIVP+OXF+RHEL) KIM 65 PR 140 B 1334 J K KIM;L KIRSCH,D MILLER (COLUMBIA)
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Particle Data Group: Review of particle properties

Data Card Listings

For notation, see key at front of Listings.

BALTAY 66 PR 142 932 BALTAY s SANDWEISS, STONEHILL + (YALE+BNL)
FITCH 67 PR 164 1711 FITCHy,ROTH,RUSS, VERNON (PRINCETON)
HILL 68 PR 168 1534 HILL ;ROBINSCNy SAKITT,CANTER (BNL, CARNEGIE)
stk * * Fokokegoiok dolok okloolol okokookokok
EET TRy

12 SHORT-LIVED NEUTRAL K(498, JP=0-) I=1/2

12 KOS MEAN LIFE (UNITS 10%*-10 SEC)

T KOS MEAN LIFE (PRE-1971 EXPERIMENTS)
T G S0 (1.07) (0.13) {0.13) BOLDT , 58 CC
T 512 0.94 0.05 0.05 CRAWFORD 59 HBC
T o 63 (1.09} { 8) (0.15) BOWEN 60 CC
T c ULD EXPTS WITH LDk STATISTICS NGT INCLUDED IN AVERAGE. 6/68
T 0.94 0.05 0.05 BERTANZA 62 HBC
T 503 0.05 CHRETIEN 63 HLBC
T 545 0.04 KREISLER 64 OSPK
T 0.016 ALFF-STEI 66 QOSPK 9/66
T 572 0.06 0.05 AUERBACH 66 0OSPK 8/67
T 4500 0.04 BALTAY 66 HBC 6/66
T B (0.024) BOTT-BODE 66 OSPK 9/66
T 5000 0.013 KIRSCH 66 HBC 6/66
T 19994 0.008 DONALD 68 HBC 6/68
T H 20000 0.009 HILL 68 DBC 11772
T P T
T AVG 0.8641 0.0065 0.0065 AVERAGE (ERROR INCL. SCALE FACTOR OF 1.3)
T STUDENT . 0.8642 0.0060 0.0059 AVG BY STUDENT10(H/1.11) —- SEE MAIN TEXT
T KOS MEAN LIFE (POST-1971 EXPERIMENTS)
T THESE VALUES ARE USED TO DETERMINE THE STABLE PARTICLE TABLE
T VALUES OF THE KOS MEAN LIFE AND RATES
T H 50K 0.8958 0.0045 SKJEGGEST 72 HBC 1/73
T F 2173 (0.867) (0.024) FACKLER 73 OSPK 11/73
T 6M 0.8937 0.0048 GEWENIGER 74 ASPK 3/74
T C 0.8913 0.0032 CARITHERS 75 SPEC 7/75
T 26K 0.881 0.009 ARONSON 76 SPEC 11/76
T PR o e .
T AVG 0.8923 0.0022 0.0022 AVERAGE (ERROR INCL. SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
T STUDENT 0.8924 0.0025 0.0024 AVG BY STUDENT10(H/1.11) —- SEE MAIN TEXT
T FIT 0.8923 0.,0022 FROM FIT (ERRCR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR. OF 1.0)

COMMENT S
T H HILL 68 HAS BEEN CHANGED BY THE AUTHURS FROM THE PUBLISHED VALUE 11772
T H (0.865+-0.009) BECAUSE OF A CORRECTION IN THE SHIFT DUE TO ETA+-. 11772
T H SKJEGGESTAD 72 AND HILL 68 GIVE DETAILED DISCUSSIONS OF SYSTEMATICS
T H ENCOUNTERED IN THIS TYPE OF EXPERIMENT.
T B8 KOS MEAN LIFE NOT THE PRIMARY QUANTITY MEASURED IN THIS EXPT. 6/68
T F FACKLER 73 DOES NOT INCLUDE SYSTEMATIC ERRORS. 11/73
T C CARITHERS 75 VALUE IS FOR KOL-KOS MASS DIFFERENCE DM=.5348+-.0021. 11/75
T C THE DM DEPENDENCE OF THE TOTAL DECAY RATE (INVERSE MEAN LIFE) IS 11/75
T C GAMMA(KOS)=((1.122+-.004)+.16*%(DM-.5348)/DM)*10%*10 /SEC. 11/75
T C VALUE WOULC NOT CHANGE WITH OUR CURRENT DM=.5249+-.0022. 2/76

12 KOS PARTIAL DECAY MODES

DECAY MASSES

Pl KOS INTO PI+ PI- 139+ 13
P2 KOS INTO PIO PIO 134+ 134
P3 KOS INTO MU+ MU- 105+ 105
P4 KOS INTO E+ E- o5+ .5
PS5 KOS INTO PI+ PI- GAMMA 1394 139+ 0
P& KOS INTO GAMMA GAMMA o
P7 KOS INTO 3PIO 1340 134+ 134

12 KOS BRANCHING RATIOS
R1 KOS INTO (PI+ PI-)/TOTAL (P1)
R1 0.68 0.04 CRAWFCRD 59 HBC
R1 0.70 0.08 COLUMBIA 60 HBC
R1 U (0.740) (0.024) ANDERSON 62 HBC
Rl U 3447 0.670 0.010 DGYLE 69 HBC PI- P TO LAM KO 1/76
R1 U ANDERSON RESULT NOT PUBLISHED, EVENTS ADDED TC DOYLE SAMPLE 2/71
R1 o e e e -
Rl AVG 0.6710 0.0096 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
R1  STUDENT 0.671 0.010 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1l.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT
Rl FIT 0.6861 0.0024 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.1)
R2 KOS INTO (PIO PIO)/TOTAL (P2)
R2 0.27 0.11 CRAWFORD 59 HBC
R2 0. 26 0.06 BAGLIN 60 HLBC
R2 0.30 0.035 BROWN 61 HLBC
R2 1066 0.335 0.014 BROWN 63 HLBC
R2 158 0.288 0.021 CHRETIEN 63 HLBC
R2 © e e e e e e e
R2 AVG 0.316 0.014 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.
R2  STUDENT 0.316 0.014 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1l.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT
R2 FIT 0.3139 0.0024 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.1)

(SEE IDEOGRAM BELOW )

R3 KOS INTO (PI+ PI-)/(PKO PLO) (PL)/(P2)
R3 N 267 (2.12) (0.17) BOZOKI 69 HLBC 5/70
R3 G 3016 (2.285) (0.055) GOBBI 69 0SPK K+N TO KOP 5/69
R3 3700 2.10 0.06 MORFIN 69 HLBC K+N TO KOP 10/69
R3 G 7944 2.282 0.043 MOFFETT 70 OSPK K+N TO KOP 2772
R3 B 6150 2.22 0.095 BALTAY 71 HBC K-P TO KO +NEUTRALS 12/71
R3 A 3068 2.22 0.10 ALITTI 72 HBC K+P TO PI+ P KO 6/72
R3 6380 2.22 0.08 MORSE 72 DBC K+N TO KOP 2/72
R3 N 701 2.10 0.11 NAGY 72 HLBC K+N TO KOP 1/73
R3 4799 2.16 0.08 HILL 73 DBC K+D TO KO P P 9/73
R3 16K 2.169 0.094 COWELL 74 0SPK PI- P TO LAM KO 7/75
R3 1315 2.11 0.09 EVERHART 76 WIRE PI- P TO LAM KO 11/76
R3 N NAGY 72 1S A FINAL RESULT WHICH INCLUDES BOZOKI 69. 11/73
R3 G MOFFETT 70 IS A FINAL RESULT WHICH INCLUDES GOBBI 69. 2/72
R3 B THE DIRECTLY MEASURED QUANTITY IS KS TO PI+PI-/ALL KOBAR=.345+-.005 12/71
R3 A THE DIRECTLY MEASURED QUANTITY IS KOS TO PI+ PI-/ALL KO=.345+-.005 6/72
R3 R T
R3 AVG 2.197 0.026 AVERAGE (ERRGR INCLUDES SCALE _FACTOR OF 1.0}
R3  STUDENT 2,192 0.031 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) —- SEE MAIN TEXT
R3  FIT 2.186 0.025 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.1)
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K° K2

WEIGHTED AVERAGE = 0.316 = 0.014
ERROR SCALED BY 1.3

Values above of weighted average,
error, and scale factor are for the
reader's convenience only. The
data were actually processed by a
constrained fit program, which
calculates its own values of X, &%,
and scale factor, which are differ-
ent from the values shown here.

CHISQ
g “CHRETIEN 63 HLBC 1.8
e BROWN 63 HLBC 1.8
——t— -BROWN 61 HLBC 0.2
t- -\ ... .BRAGLIN 60 HLBC 0.9
. -CRAWFORD 59 HBC
- (CONLEU
0.15 0.25 0.35 0.45 0.55 20.195
K0S INTO (PIO PIO)-TOTAL
R4 (KOS INTO PI+ PI- PIO, CP VIOLATING)/(KOL INTO PI+ PI- PIO)
R4 TEST OF CP VIOLATION - SEE TEXT SECTION VI B.3A FOR DEFINITIGNS
R4 CPT ASSUMED VALID — (I.E. RE(A)‘O) — ONLY (lMA)"*Z QUOTED HERE
R4 18 (3.8) OR LESS C ANDERSON 65
R4 0.45 OR LESS C BEHR 66 HLBC
R4 £3 (1.7) OR LESS C WEBBER 70 HBC
R4 C 71 0.8 OR LESS C WEBBER 70 HBC
R4 99 1.2 OR LESS C CHO 71 DBC
R4 U 98 (1.0) OR LESS C JAMES 71 HBC
R4 M 50 (1.2) OR LESS C MEISNER 71 HBC CL=.9 NOT AVAIL.
R4 J 180 0.66 OR LESS- C JAMES 72 HBC
R4 99 1.2 OR LESS C JONES 72 0SPK
R4 384 0.12 OR LESS C METCALF 72 ASPK
R4 148 0.71 OR LESS C MALLARY 73 0SPK RE(A)=-.05+-,17
R4 192 1.2 OR LESS C BALDOCEOL 75 HLBC
R4 C THIS IS THE COMBINED RESULT OF ANDERSON 65 AND WEBBER 70
R4 J JAMES 72 IS A FINAL RESULT WHICH INCLUDES JAMES 71.
R4 M THESE AUTHCRS FIND REAL(A)= 2.75+-.65, ABOVE VALUE AT RE(A)=0
RS KOS INTO (MU+ MU- )/CHARGEO (UNITS 10%%-5) (P3)/(P1)
RS 10.0 OR LESS BOTY-BODE 67 OSPK
RS 20.0 OR LESS BOHM 69 0SPK
RS 1.07 DOR LESS HYAMS 69 0SPK
RS N 32 6 OR LESS STUTZKE 69 0SPK
RS .047 OR LESS CL=.90 GJESDAL 73 ASPK
R5 S VALUE CALCULATED BY US, USING 2.3 INSTEAD OF 1 EVENT, 90 PERC.CL
R6 KOS INTO (PI+ PI- GAMMA)/(PI+ PI-) (UN.LlO**-3) (P5)/1(P1)
R6 27 NO RATIO GIVEN BELLOTTYI 66 HBC PG GT 50 MEV/C
R& 10 3.3 1 1. WEBBER 70 HBC PG GT 50 MEV/C
R6 B 2.8 0.6 BURGUN 73 HBC PG GT 50 MEV/C
R6 C .29 (3.0) (0.6) BOBISUT 74 HLBC PG GT 40 MEV/C
R6 T 2.68 0.15 TAUREG 76 SPEC PG GT 50 MEV/C
R6 B BURGUN 73 ESTIMATES THAT ODIRECT EMISSION CONTRIBUTION IS .3+-.6 .
R6 C BOBISUT 74 NOT INCLUDED IN AVERAGE BECAUSE P(GAMMA) CUT DIFFERS.
R6 C ESTIMATES DIRECT EMISSION CONTRIBUTION TO BE 0.5 OR LESS, CL=.95.
R6 T TAUREG 76 FIND DIRECT EMISSION CONTRIB LT .06,+CL=.S0.
R6 e e s s s s e s e {
R6  AVG 2.70 0.14 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
R6 STUDENT 2.70 0.16 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) —- SEE MAIN T
R7 KOS INTD (E+ E-)/CHARGED (UNITS 10%*-5) (P4)/(P1)
R7 OR LESS CL=.90 BOHM 69 0SPK
R8 KUS INTO 2 GANMA/TDTAL (UNITS 10%%-3) (P6)
R8 R 1. =.90 BANNER 69 0SPK
R8 R D 2.2 OR LESS REPELLIN 71 OSPK
R8 R 0 0.71 OR _LESS BANNER 72 0SPK
R8 0 2.0 OR LESS MDRSE 72 DBC
R8 0 0.4 OR LESS CL=.90 L BC
R8 R THESE LIMITS ARE FOR MAXIMUM lNYERFERENCE IN KS-KL TO 2 GAMMAS
R9 (KOS INTO PI+ PI- PIO, CP CCNSERVING)/(KOL INTO PI+ PI- PIO)
R9 384 0.42 OR LESS CL=.90 METCALF 72 SPK
R10 (KOS INTO 3PIO,CP VIOLATING)/(KOL INTO 3PIO)
R10 SEE COMMENTS UNDER BRANCHING RATIO R4
R10 22 1.2 OR LESS CL=.90 BARMIN1 73 HLEBC
R10 G 0.28 OR LESS CL=.90 GJESDAL 74 SPEC
R10 G GJESCAL 74 USES K2Pl, KMU3 AND KE3 DECAY RESULTS AND UNITARITY.
R10 G CALCULATES ABS(ETA000)=.26+-.20. WE CONVERT TO CL=.90 UPPER LIMIT.
ek e
REFERENCES FOR KOS
80LDT 58 PRL 1 150 E BOLDT»D O CALDWELL,Y PAL (MIT)
CRAKFORD 59 PRL 2 266 CRAWFORD, CRESTI, DOUGLASS,G00D, TICHO + (LRL)
BAGL IN 60 NC 18 1043 BAGLIN,BLOCH,BRISSON,HENNESSY + (EFPOL)
BOWEN 60 PR 119 2030 BOWENy HARDY, REYNOL DSy SUNyMOORE+  (PRIN+BNL)

COLUMBIA 60

BROWN

ANDERSON 62
BERTANZA 62

ROCH CCNF 727 M SCHWARTZ + (COLUMBIA)

61 NC 19 1155
CERN CONF 836
PREPRINT C105

BROWNs BRY ANT , BURNSTE IN, GLAS ERy KADYK+ (M ICH)
J A ANDERSON,F S CRAWFORD + (LRL)
BERTANZAy CONNOLLY, CULWICK, EISLER + (BNL)

UNPUBLISHED, BUT RECERTIFIED BY AUTHORS, AUGUST 66.
CHRETIEN 63 PR 131 2208 CHRETIEN+ (BRANDEIS+BROWN+HARVARD+ MIT)
BROWN €3 PR 130 769 BROWN KADYKy TRILLING, ROE + (LRL+MICH)
KREISLER 64 PR 136 B 1074 M KREISLER,O0 OVERSETHsJ CRONIN  (PRINCETON)
ANDERSON 65 PRL 14 475 +CRAWFOR,GOLDEN, STERN; BINFORD + (LRL+WISC)
ALFF-STE 66 PL 21 595 ALFF-STEINBERGERy HEUERy KLE INKNECHT + (CERN)
AUERBACH 66 PR 149 1052 AUERBACH ,D0BBS, LANDE s MANN, SCIULLI+ (PENN)

ALSO 65 AUERBACH
BALTAY 66 PR 142 932 BALTAY ,SANDWEISSsSTONEHILL + (YAL E+BNL )
BEHR 66 PL 22 540 BEHR BRI SSON,PETIAU+ (EPOL,MILA,PADOy ORSAY)
BELLGTTI 66 NC 45A 737 +PULLIAy BALDO-CECLIN + (MILAN+PADUA)
BOTT-BDD 66 PL 23 277 BOTT-BODENHAUSEN,DE BOUARD + CERN)
KIRSCH 66 PR 147 939 L KIRSCH,P SCHMIDT (COLUMBIA)

)

10769
8/66
8/70
8/70
4/71
6/71
2/71

1773

10/72
2/74
8/73

12775

11/73
2/71

8/67
2/71
10769
5/69
/73

10/69
10/69
11/73
12/75
6/77
11/73
1/76
1/76
6/77

EXT

2/71

12/71
12/71
8/72
2/72
2/74
12/71

11/72

11/73
11/75
11/75
11/75



S86 Particle Data Group: Review of particle propérties

Stable Particles Data Card Listings
K2 kP For notation, see key at front of Listings.

BOTT-BOD 67 PL 248 194 BOTT-BODENHAUSEN,DE BOUARDsCASSEL+  (CERN) D C CAMERINI 62 VALUE CHANGED FROM 1.7 (SEE TABLE 1 OF CAMERINI 66) 8/67
DCNALD 68 PL 278 58 DONALD, EDWARDS,NISAR+ (LIVP,CERN,IPNP,CDEF) D A CHRISTENSON 65 CORRECTED FOR INTERFERENCE B8Y FITCH 65 FOOTNOTE. 1/71
HILL 68 PR 171 1418 HILL;ROBINSCN,SAKITT + {BNL, CARNEGIE) DV VISHNEVSKY 65 NOT CORRECTED FOR INTERFERENCE EFFECTS. 3/68
D N CANTER 66 ERROR IGNORES UNCERTAINTY OF PHASE SHIFTS. THKESE EVENTS 10/71
BANNER 69 PR 188 2033 +CRONIN LIUy PILCHER (PRINCE TON) 0 N ARE USED IN HILL 71. 10/71
BOHHM 69 THESIS A. BOHM {AACH) 0 8 BOTT-BODENHAUSEN 69 IS A REEVALUATION OF BOTT-BODENHAUSEN 66, 1/71
BGZGKI 69 PL 308 498 +FENYVES s GOMBOSI s NAGY y SURANYI + (BUDAPEST) 0 F FAISSNER 69 HAS ADDNL. SYSTEMATIC ERROR LESS THAN TWO PERCENT . /71
DOYLE 69 UCRL 18139-THESIS J.C. DOYLE (LRL) D R ARONSON 70 AND CARNEGIE 71 USE KOS MEAN LIFE=.862+-.006 E-10 SEC.  11/75
GOBB I 69 PRL 22 682 GOBB 1,GREENHAKE L s MOFFETT, ROSEN+ (ROCHESTER) D R WE HAVE NOT ATTEMPTED TO ADJUST THESE VALUES FOR THE SUBSEQUENT 2/76
HY AMS 69 PL 298 521 +KOCHy POTTER, VON LINDERNyLORENZ+ CERN(MPIM) D R CHANGE IN THE KOS MEAN LIFE OR IN ETA+=. 2/76
MORFIN 69 PRL 23 660 MORF IN,SINCLAIR (MICH) D H  HILL 71 PRIMARY RESULT IS THAT DM IS POSIVIVE. 10/71
STUTZKE 69 PR 177 2009 +ABASHIAN, JONES s MANTSCH s ORR ¢ SMITH(ILLINCIS) D H  THE MAGNITUDE MAY HAVE AN ADDITIONAL SYSTEMATIC ERROR OF ABOUT 0.12 10/71
D S NOT AVERAGED BECAUSE ERROR IS LARGE AND SYSTEMATICS NOT DISCUSSED.  2/76
MOFFETT 70 BAPS 15 512 +GOBBI ,GREEN ,HAKEL yROSEN (ROCHESTER)
WEBBER 70 PR Di 1967 +SOLMITZ s CRAWFORDy ALSTON-GARNJOST (LRL) - -
ALSO 69 UCRL 16226 THESIS B kK WEBBER (LRL)
13 KOL MEAN LIFE (UNITS 10%%-8 SEC)
BALTAY 71 PRL 27 1678 +BRIDGEWAT ERy COOP ERy GER SHWIN, HABIBI+ (CGLU)
ALSC 71 NEVIS-187 THESIS WILLIAM A. COOPER’ (COLUMBIA) T KOL MEAN LIFE
CHO 71 PR D3 1557 +DRALLE,CANTERyENGLER sFISK+ (CARN+BNL+CASE) T 34 8.1 3. 2. BARDON 58 CNTR
JAMES 71 PL 358 265 +MONTANET , PAUL, PAULT + (CERN+SACL+0SLO) T ASSUMED DS=DQ AND DELTA I=1/2 CRAWFORD 59 HBC
MEISNER 71 PR D3 59 +MANN,HERTZBACH,KOFLER + (MASA+BNL+YALE ) T 15 5.1 2.4 1.3 DARMON 62 FBC
REPELLIN 71 PL 368 603 +WOLFFyCHOLLETy GAILLARDyJANE+  (ORSA+CERN) T 5.3 0.6 FUJII 64 0SPK
T 1700 6.1 145 1.2 ASTBURY3 65 CNTR
ALITTI 72 PL 398 568 J ALITTI,E LESQUOY,A MULLER (SACLAY) T 5.15 0.14 DEVLIN 67 CNTR
BANNER 72 PRL 29 237 +CRONIN, HOFFMAN, KNAPP , SHOCHET ~ (PRINCETON) T (5.0) 0.5) LOWYS 67 HLBC
JAMES 72 NP 849 1 +MONTANE T, PAUL y SAETRE+ (CERN+SACL+0SLO} T <4M 5.154 0.044 VOSBURGH 72 CNTR 2/71
JONES 72 NC 9A 151 +ABASHIAN, GRAHAM, MANTSCH,ORRy SMITH+  (ILL) T L SUM OF PARTIAL DECAY RATES.
METCALF 72 PL 403 703 +NEUHOFER ,NIEBERGALL+ (CERN¢IPN+KIEN) T AVG 5.158 0.042 0.042 AVERAGE (ERROR INCL. SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
MORSE 72 PRL 28 388 +NAJENBERG, BIERMAN, SAGER+  (COLO+PRIN+UMD) T STUDENT  5.158 0.046 0045 AVG BY STUDENT10(H/1.11) —- SEE MAIN TEXT
NAGY 72 NP B47 94 +TELBISZ,VESZTERGOMBI {BUDAPEST) T FIT 5.183 0.040 FROM FIT (ERRCR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
ALSD 69 PL 308 498 BOZOKI,FENYVES, GOMBOST » NAGY+ (BUDAPEST)
SKJEGGES 72 NP B48 343 SKJEGGESTAD, JAMES , MONT ANET +(0S LO+CERN+SACL ) o mmm e
BARMINL 73 PL 46B 465 +BARYLOV, DAV IDENKO, DEMIDOV + (ITEP) 13 KOL PARTIAL DECAY MODES
BARMIN2 73 PL 478 463 +BARYLOV, DAVIDENKO, DEMI DOV+ (ITEP)
BURGUN 73 PL 46B 481 +BERTRANET ,LESQUOY s MULLER y PAUL I+ { SACL+C ERN} DECAY MASSES
FACKLER 73 PRL 31 847 +FRISCH, MART IN,SMOOT s SOMPAY RAC (MIT) 3} KOL INTO 3PI0 TAU O PRIME 134+ 134+ 134
GJESDAL 73 PL 448 217 +PRE SSER,STEFFEN, STEINBERGER+  (CERN+HEID) P2 KOL INTO PI+ PI- PIO TAU 0 139+ 139+ 134
HILL 73 PR D8 1290 +SAKITT, SAMIOS; BURRIS, ENGLER+ (BNL+CARN} P3 KOL INTO PI MU NEUTRINO KL MU3 139+ 105+ 0
MALLARY 73 PR D7 1953 +BINNIE,GALLIVAN,GOMEZ; PECK,SCIULLI+ (CIT) P4 KOL INTO P1 E NEUTRIND KL E3 139+ .5+ 0
P5 KOL INTO PI+ PI- KL PI+ PI~ 139+ 139
BOBISUT 74 LNC 11 646 +HUZITA,MATTIOLI,PUGLIERIN (PADOD) P6 KOL INTO MU+ MU- KL 2Mu 105+ 105
3 74 PR D1D 2083 +LEE~FRANZINI ORCUTT,FRANZINI + (STCN+CCLU) P7 KOL INTO E+ E- KL 2E S5 L5
GEWENIGE 74 PL 488 487 GEWENIGERy GJESDALy PRESSER+ (CERN+HEID) P8 KOL INTO E MU KL EMY «5+ 105
GJESDAL 74 PL 528 119 +PRESSER,STEFFEN,STEINBERGER + (CERN+HEID) P9 KOL INTO TWO GAMMAS KL 2GAMMA o+ 0
P10 KOL INTO PI+ PI- GAMMA KL PI+G 139+ 139« 0
BALDOCED 75 NC 25A 688 BALDO~CEGL INy BOBISUT, CAL IMANI+  (PADO+WISC) P11 KOL INTO P10 PIO KL 2PIO 134+ 134
CARITHER 75 PRL 34 1244 CARITHERS s MODI S, NYGREN, PUN + (COLU+NYU) P12 KOL INTO PI E NEU GAMMA KL E3GAM 139+ .5+ 0+ 0
ARCNSON 76 NC 22A 236 +MCINTYRE yROEHRIG + (WISC+EFI+UCSO+ILLC) P13 KOL INTO PIO TWO GAMMAS KL PI2GAMMA 134+ 0+ 0
EVERHART 76 PR D14 661 +KRAUS y LANDE ; LONGy LOWENSTEIN + (PENN) Pl4 KOL INTO E+ E- GAMMA KL 2EGAM .5+ .5+ 0
TAUREG 76 PL 658 92 +ZECH; DYDAK, NAVARRI A+ (HEID+CERN+DORT ) P15 KOL INTO MU+ MU- GAMMA KL 2MUGAM 105+ 105+ 0O
P16 KOL INTO MU+ MU- PIO KL 2MUPIO 105+ 105+ 134
PAPERS NOT REFERRED TO IN DATA CARDS P17 KOL INTO PI+ PI- E+ E— KL 2PI2E 139+ 139+ .5+ .5
P18 KOL INTO PIO PI+- E~+ NEU KL 2PIENEU 134+ 139+ .5+ 0
BIRGE 60 ROCH CCNF 601 R W BIRGE,P P ELY + (LRL+WISCONSIN) P19 KOL INTO (PI MU ATOM) NEU KL (PIMUINEU
MULLER 60 PRL 418 MULLER, BIRGE yFOWLER,GOOD, PICCIONI+(LRL+BNL ) ,
FITCH 61 NC 22 1160 V FITCH,P PIROUE,R PERKINS (PRIN+LASL)
600D 61 PR 124 1223 GOOD yMATSEN, MULLER,PICCIONT + (LRL)
NEUTRAL K CONSTRAINED FIT
CRAWFORD 62 CERN CCNF 827 F S CRAWFCRO (LRL) OVERALL FIT OF MEAN LIFE, WIDTHS AND BRANCHING
AUERBACH 65 PRL 14 192 AUERBACH ; LANDE ¢ MANN, SCTULLT,UTO + (PENN) RATICS USES 64 DATA POINTS TO DETERMINE SIX 3/78
TRILLING 65 UCRL 16473 GEORGE H TRILLING (LRL) QUANTITIES. OVERALL FIT HAS CHI-SCUARED=69.8 3/78
UPDATED FRCM 1965 ARGONNE CONF., PAGE 115.
ARk * AR AR RRA RN A RBIE K FITTED PARTIAL DECAY MODE BRANCHING FRACTIONS
SEEdor ok okkloRokok Sedodokokokolol Sololololololoksk ookl ko _— T
) The matrix below is derived from the error matrix for the fitted partial decay mode
13 LONG-LIVED NEUTRAL K(498, JP=0-) I=1/2 branching fractions, P, as follows: The diagonal elements are P, +6P,, where

6P, = Y(8P;5P), while the off-diagonal clements are the normalized correlation coeifi-
cients (SP;8P;) /(8P . 6P). For the definitions of the individual P,, see the listings

above; only those P, appearing in the matrix are assumed in the fit o be nonzero and

13  (KOL) ~ (KOS) MASS DIFFERENCE
WE GIVE (KOL-KOS MASS DIFFERENCE / HBAR) IN UNITS OF 10*¥10 SEC-1
are thus constrained to add to 1.

D TX (2.20)  (0.35) FITCH 61 CNTR
D X (0.84)  (0.29) (0.22)6000 61 HLBC Pl P2 P 3 P4 (] P11
0 TXC (1.02)  (0.23) CAMERINI 62 HLBC 8/67 Pl .2147+-.0073
D TX (0.55)  (0.24) AUBERT 65 HLBC 6/66 P2 5340 .1239+~.0018
0 X 0.26) (0.36) (0.26)BALDO-CEQ 65 HLBC ASSUMES CP CONS. P 3 -1869 ,2701+-.0048
D TXA (0.64)  (0.12 CHRISTENS 65 OSPK 6/66 P4 .2212 -+1788  .3884+-.0054
D TX (0.70) OR LESS FITCH 65 0SPK CF. MEISNER 66 7/66 PS5 L4867 -1379 «1627  .0020+-.0001
DV 130  (0.89)  (0.15) VISHNEVSK 65 0SPK CU AND AL REGEN  8/67 (238 -.1061 -.1115 -.1312 -.0665 .0009+-.0002
DX (0.514)  (0.039) ALFF-STEI 66 0SPK 6/66
0 84  (0.42)  (0.24)  (0.36) BALDO-CED 66 HLBC KO+N INTO HYPER. 8/67
D B (0.531)  (0.027) BOTT-BODE 66 DSPK C REGEN 9/66 FITTED PARTIAL DECAY MODE RATES
D TX 77  (0.58)  (0.17) CAMERINI 66 HBC, DBC KO+N INTO HYPER 8/67
0 N 72 (+#0.64)  (0.18) CANTER 66 DBC KO SCATTER IN D2 11/66 i i i i ; i
oN B uSesl St 6.1 S 56 Doc N A ER Rz 1Lree The matrix below is the branching fraction matrix above, transformed into rate
0 X (0.81)  (0.17) FUJIT 66 0SPK 1RON REGENERATOR 9766 space; i.e., Gy = It = [ P, in appropriate units. In analogy to the matrix above,
0 X 59  (0.74)  (0.34) MEISNER1 66 HBC 6/66 . di . - i i
> . ek avords NETInERy &6 HBC oree the diagonal elements are G;#8G;, where 8G; = \(8G;6G ), while the off-diagonal
D X €0.38)  (0.16) JOVANGVIC 66 OSPK C+URANIUM REGEN. 11/66 clements are the normalized correlation coefficients (8G;6G,) /(6G, - 6G,). Nofe that,
% T: 126 ‘:g:‘l’)’;’] :gi?; ﬁ;\fggsﬁ[ 2_7, ggg‘( KO+D INTO HYPER. H;gv’ because of the error in I 1, the errors and correlations here are not directly derivable
D X 590  (0.59)  (0.13) BALATZ 68 0SPK AL REGENERATOR 3/68 from those above.
D X (0.520)  (3.044) CARNEGIE 68 HBC GAP METHOD 3/68
D TX (+0.487)  (0.046) MELHOP 68 0SPK ST.STEEL REGEN 6/68
0 BX (0.547)  (0.024) BOTT-BODE 69 OSPK C REGEN /71 G 1 G 3 G 4 [ 611
D FX (0.555)  (0.020) FAISSNER 69 ASFK REGEN IN CU 10769 G 1 .0414+-.0015
0 0.542 0.006 CULLEN 70 CNTR 1/71 G 2 -.3285 .0239+-.0004
D R (0.542)  (0.006) ARONSCN 70 ASPK GAP METHOD 1/71 G 3 -2970  .0521+-.0010
DX (0.481) (0.052) (0.075)BALATS 71 0SPK 9/71 G 4 23439 -.0028 . 0749+-.0011
o R (0.534)  (0.007) CARNEGIE 71 ASPK GAP METHOD - 8/71 G s .5284 22112 42440 .0004+-.0000
D TH 119 (+0.67)  (0.14) HILL 71 DBC 10/71 611 ~.0706 -.0798 .0896 -.0471 .0002+-.0000
O S 1757  (0.557) (0.038) FACKLER 73 OSPK 11/73
0 0.5340  0.0030 GEWENIG3 74 SPEC GAP METHOD 11/75
0 0.5334  0.,0040 GJESDAL T4 SPEC CHG ASYMMETRY 11/75
D DI T U T B
D AVG 0.5349  0.0022 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
D STUDENT  0.5348  0.0025 AVERAGE USING STUDENTIO(H/1.11) ~- SEE MAIN TEXT 13 KOL DECAY RATES
CCMMENTS
0 X NO ATTEMPT HAS BEEN MADE TO CORRECT OLDER EXPERIMENTS WITH LARGE 11/75 wl KOL INTQ PIO PIO PIO (UNITS 10%%6 SEC-1) (1)
0 X  ERRORS FOR THE SUBSEQUENT CHANGES IN THE KOS MEAN LIFE GR IN ETA+-. 2/76 Wl 54 5.22 1.03 0.84 BEHR 66 HLBC ASSUMES CP 8/66
o T A KOS MEAN LIFE OF 0.862 10#%-10 SEC WAS USED IN CONVERTING THE /71 W1 B
o T MASS OIFFERENCE FROM UNITS GF INVERSE KOS MEAN LIVES TO ABSOLUTE /71 WL FIT 4014 0.15  FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.3)
D T UNITS. VALUES NOT BEARING THIS FGOTNOTE EITHER WERE GIVEN IN 1/71
o T ABSOLUTE UNITS OR WERE CONVERTED USING THE AUTHORS' VALUE OF THE 1/71
o T KOS MEAN LIFE. /7
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Data Card Listings

For notation, see key at front of Listings.

KOL INTO PI+ PI-— PO (UNITS 10%%6 SEC-1) (62)
18 3.26 0.77 ANDERSON 65 HBC 8/66
14 1.4 0.4 FRANZINI 65 HBC . 6/66
136 2.62 0.28 0.27 BEHR 66 HLBC ASSUMES CP 8/66
53 2.20 0.35 WEBBER 70 HBC ASSUMES CP 10/71
S9 2.71 0.28 CHO 71 DBC ASSUMES CP . 4/71
J 98 (2.5) (0.3) JAMES 71 HBC ASSUMES CP 6/71
50 2.12 0.33 MEISNER 71 HBC ASSUMES CP 10/7Y
180 2.35 0.20 JAMES 72 HBC ASSUMES CP 1773
192 2. 0.13 0.15 BALDOCEOL 75 HLBC ASSUMES CP 1/76
IN THE OVERALL FIT THIS RATE IS WELL DETERMINED BY THE MEAN LIFE AN
THE BRANCHING RATIO R2. FOR THIS REASON THE DISCREPANCY BETWEEN THE
w2 MEASUREMENTS DUES NOT AFFECT THE SCALE FACTOR OF THE OVERALL FIT
JAMES 72 IS A FINAL MEASUREMENT AND INCLUDES JAMES 71. 11/73

AVG 0.11"  AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.2)
STUDENT 2.35 0.10 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT
FIT 2.391 0.038 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.2
(SEE IDEOGRAM BELOW )
WEIGHTED AUVERAGE = 2.34 # 0.11
ERROR SCALED BY 1.2
T
Values above of weighted average,
error, and scale factor are for the
reader's convenience only. The
data were actually processed by a
constrained fit program, which
calculates its own values of X, 6%,
and scale factor, which are differ-
ent from the values shown here.
CHISQ
-BALDOCEOL 7S HLBC 0.0
-JAMES 72 HBC 0.0
-MEISNER 71 HBC 0.4
-CHO 71 DBC 1.7
-WEBBER 70 HBC 0.2
-BEHR 66 HLBC 1.0
-FRANZINI 65 HBC 5.5
ANDERSON 65 HBC
8.9
(CONLEV
0 2 4 6 =0.177)
KOL RATE INTO PI+ PI- PIO (10xx6 SEC-1)
KOL INTO PI E NEUTRINO (UNITS 10%%6 SEC-1) (G4)
7.52 0.85 0.72 AUBERT 65 HLBC DS=DQ,CP ASSUMED 8/67
620 7.81 0.56 CHAN 71 HBC 2/72
AVG 7.71 0.46 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
STUDENT 7.71 0.4S AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) —- SEE MAIN TEXT
FIT 7.49 0.11 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.1)
KoL INTO CHARGED (3-BODY) (UNITS 10%%6 SEC-1) (62+63+64)
98 . AUERBACH 66 0SPK 8/67
FIT 15209 0.17" FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCAUE FACTOR OF 1.1)
KOL INTO LEPTONIC (KMU3+KE3) (UNITS 10%%6 SEC-1) (G3+G4)
0 10 9.85 1.15 1.05 FRANZINI 65 HBC 2712
C 335 (10.3) (0.8) HILL 67 DBC K+N TO KO P 8/67
D 393  11.6 0.9 CHO 70 DBC K+N TO KOP 10/70
D 252  13.1 1.3 WEBBER 71 HBC K- P TO KOBAR N  2/72
D 410  12.4 o. BURGUN 72 HBC K+P TO KOPPI+ 1/73
D 126 8.47 1. MANN 72 HBC K- P TO KOBAR N  9/72
C CHO 7C INCLUDES EVENTS OF HILL 67

D ASSUMES DS=DQ RULE

AVG 11,60 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.5)
STUDENT 11.€6 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) -~ SEE MAIN TEXT
FIT 12.790 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.1
(SEE IDEQOGRAM BELOW )
WEIGHTED AUVERAGE = 11.60 % 0.65
ERROR SCALED BY 1.5
Values above of weighted average,
error, and scale factor are fc> the
reader's convenience only. The
data were actually processed by a
constrained fit program, which _
calculates its own values of X, &%,
and scale factor, which are differ-
ent from the values shown here.
CHISQ
-MANN 72 HBC 3.4
-BURGUN 7?2 HBC 1.3
-WEBBER 71 HBC 1.3
— -CHO 70 DBC 0.0
—_—t - -FRANZINI 65 HBC 2.5
8.6
(CONLEV
6 10 14 18 =0.072)
KOL RATE INTO KMU3 + KE3 (10xx6 SEC-1)
KOL INTO PI MU NEUTRINO UNITS 10%*6 SEC-1) (G3)
19 4.54 1.24 1.08 LOWYS 67 HLBC 8/67
FIT .5:2.11. 6.;.06 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.1)
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13 KOL BRANCHING RATIOS - ‘
KOL INTO (PIO PIO PIO)/CHARGED (P1}/(P2+P3+P4}
24 0.24 0.08 ANIKINA 64 CC 6/66
549 0.251 0.014 BUDAGOV 68 HLBC ORSAY MEASUR. 10/68
444 0.277 0.021 BUDAGOV 68 HLBC EC. POLYTEC.MEAS 10/68
29 0.31 0.07 0.06 KULYUKINA 68 CC 2/71
AVG 0.260 0.011 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
STUDENT 0.260 0.013 AVERAGE USING STUDENT1O0(H/1.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT
FIT 0.274 0.012 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.3)
KOL INTO (PI+ PI- PIO)/CHARGED (P2)/(P24P3+P4)
5 .185 .038 ASTIER 61 CC 8/66
79 0.151 0.020 ADAIR 64 HBC 8/66
75 0.157 0.03 0.04 LUERS 64 HBC 8/66
66 5 0.03 0.04 ASTBURYL 65 CC 8/66
326 0.015 ASTBURY2 65 CC 6/66
566 0.017 GUIDONI 65 HBC 6/66
1729 (0.004) HOPK INS 65 HBC SEE HOPKINS 67 6/66
126 0.015 HAWKINS 66 HBC 6/66
0.005 HOPKINS 67 HBC 8/67
1402 0.016 KULYUKINA 68 CC 2/71
1590 0.0038 ALEXANDER 73 HBC 1/74
3200 0.004 BRANDENBU 73 HBC 1/74
558 0.010 EVANS 73 HLBC 1/73
6499 0.003 CHO 77 HBC 11777
AVG 0.0024 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.3)
STUDENT 0.0022 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) —-- SEE MAIN TEXT
FIT 0.1584 0.0020 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.21
(SEE IDEOGRAM BELGW )
WEIGHTED AUERAGE = 0.1587 * 0.0024
ERROR SCALED BY 1.3
Values above of weighted average,
error,.and scale factor are for the
reader's convenience only. The
data were actually processed by a
T constrained fit program, which
calculates its own values of X, 6%,
and scale factor, which are differ-
ent from the values shown here.
CHISQ
-CHO 77 HBC 2.0
— -EVURNS 73 HLBC 0.0
e *BRANDENBU 73 HBC 10.1
"ALEXANDER 73 HBC 0.2
—5 ++ - -KULYUKINR 6B CC 0.3
-HOPKINS 67 HBC 0.2
-HAWKINS 66 HBC 0.0
-GUIDONI 65 HBC 1.3
-ASTBURY2 65 CC 0.0
-ASTBURY1 65 CC
‘LUERS 64 HBC
-ADARIR 64 HBC
— -ASTIER 61 CC
14.2
(CONLEV
0.10 0.14 0.18 0.22 0.26 =0.077)
KOL INTO (PI+ PI- PIO)~ CHARGED
KOL INTO (PI MU NEUTRINUI/CHARGED (P3)/(P2+P3+P4)
C 251 (0.356) (0.07) UERS 64 HBC
c 172 (0.39) (0.08) (0.10) ASTBURYI 65 CC 7766
¢ 330 10.335) (0.055) KULYUKINA 68 CC 2/71
C THIS MODE NOT MEASURED INDEPENDENTLY FROM R2 AND R4
FIT 0.3452  0.0051 FROM FIT
KOL INTO (PI E NEUTRINO)}/CHARGED (P4) /(P2+4P3+P4)
24 0.46 0.11 NEAGU 61 CC 2/76
153 0.487 0.05 LUERS 64 HBC
202 0.46 0.08 0.10 ASTBURY1 65 CC 7/66
500 0.458 0.052 KULYUKINA 68 CC 2/71
AVG 0.485 0.032 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
STUDENT 0.485 0.034 AVERAGE USING STUDENTLO(H/1.11) —— SEE MAIN TEXT
FIT 0.4964 0.0051 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
KOL INTO (PI E NEU)/((PI E NEU)*(PI MU NEU)) (P4) /(P3+P4)
320 0.415 0.120
FIT 0.‘5898 0-0059 FROM F1T (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0}
KOL INTO (PI+ PI- PIO)/TOTAL (P2)
FIT 0.1239 0.0018 FROM FIT
KOL INTO (LEPTON PI NEUTRING}/TOTAL (P3+P4)
FIT 0.6584 0.0066 FROM FIT
KOL INTO (2 GAMMA)/TOT&L (UN. 10%%-4) (P9)
1.3) CRIEGEE 66 0SPK 8/66
32 6.7 2 2 TODORCFF 67 0SPK REPL. CRIEGEE®66 11/68
K 33 (7.4) (1.6} CRONIN 1 67 OSPK 11/67
90 5.5 1.1 KUNZ 68 0SPK NORM.TO 3PI(C+N) 2/71
23 4.5 ENSTROM 71 0SPK KOL 1.5-9 GEV/C 2/72
R 5.0 ( ) REPELLIN 71 OSPK 11/71
:] 4. 54 0.8 BANNER2 72 0SP 8/72
8 THIS VALUE USES (EOQO/E+~-)**2=1.05+-0.14. IN GENERAL, S13R8 = 8/72
B (4.324-0.55)%(10%%~4)* ((EQQ/ E+~) *%2) ., 8/72
R ASSUMES REGEN AMPL IN COPPER AT 2GEV IS 22 MB. TO EVALUATE 11/71
R FOR A GIVEN REGEN AMPL AND ERRORs MULTIPLY BY (REGEN AMPL/22MB)**2 11/71
C CRIEGEE 66 REPLACED BY TODOROFF 67 11/68
K CRONIN1 67 REPLACED BY KUNZ 68. 2/71
AVG 4-8; T 0.54 AVERAGE (ERRCR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.
STUDENT 4.88 0.59 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) -- SEE MAIN YEXT
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Stable Particles Data Card Listings
K? For notation, see key at front of Listings.

R9 KOL INTO (PI+ P1-)/CHARGED (UNIT 10%4-3) (P5) /(P24P3+P4) WEIGHTED AVERAGE = 0.437 * 0.092
RS 0 45  (2.0) (0 CHRISTENS 64 OSPK ETA +- = 1.954-0.20 2/76 ERROR SCALED BY 1.6
RS O 54 (2.08) (0. 35) GALBRAITH 65 OSPK ETA +- = 1.994-0.16 2/76
RO © (1.93)  (0.26) BASILE 66 OSPK ETA 1.924-0.13. 2/76 T
RS 0 (1.993)  (0.080) BOTT-BODE 66 OSPK ETA 1.954-0.04 2/76
R9 M 4200  (2.60)  (0.07) MESSNER 73 ASPK ETA 2.234-0.05 6/73 N
RO ©  OLD EXPERIMENTS EXCLUDED FROM FIT. SEE SUBSECTION E+- BELOW FOR 2/76 Values abgve °§ “’f’gthted A
R9 O AVERAGE ETA+- OF THESE EXPERIMENTS AND FOR NOTE ON DISCREPANCY. 2776 error, and scale {actor are for the
RS M FROM SAME CATA AS R27 MESSNER 73,BUT WITH OIFFERENT NORMALIZATION.  6/73 reader's convenience only. The
R9 e e e e e e e e data were actually processed by a
RS FIT 2.589 0.060 FROM FIT ©  constrained fit program, which _
RO KOL INTO (PI MU NEUI/(PI E NEU) (P31 /(P4) calculates its own values of x, &x,
R10 0.81 0.19 ADAIR 64 HBC 6766 and scale factor, which are differ-
R10 0.82 0.10 DEBOUARD 67 0SPK 11767 ent from the values shown here.
R10O 273 0.7 0.2 HAWKINS 67 HBC 8/67
R10 0.81 0.08 HOPKINS 67 HBC 8/67
R10 770 0.71 0.05 BUDAGOV 68 HLBC 10768
R10 K (0.67)  (0.13) KULYUKINA 68 CC L3774
R10 B 569 (0.71)  (0.04) BEILLIERE 69 HLBC 10769 CHISQ
R10 1309  (0.648) (0.030) EVANS 69 HLBC REPL. BY EVANS 73 1/73 B
R10 3548 0.68 0.08 BASILE 70 0SPK 10770 —+—— ‘REY 76 0SPK 6.6
R1O 6700 0.741 0.044 BRANDENBU 73 HBC 1/74 ——+——- - - - -FAISSNER 70 OSPK 2.4
R10 1309 0.662 0.030 EVANS 73 HLBC 1773
R10 -~ 10K 0.662 0.037 WILLIAMS 74 ASPK 10/74 I ‘BUDAGOV 70 HLBC 0.6
R10 K KULYUKINA 68 R10 IS NOT MEASURED INDEPENDENTLY FROM R2 AND Ré. 1/74 —H- -BARMIN 70 HLBC 0.7
R10 & BEILLIERE 69 1S A SCANNING EXPT USING SAME EXPOSURE AS BUDAGOV 68 e _BANNER 69 DSPK 0.0
R10 AVG 0.695 0.019  AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.1) 10.4
R10 STUDENT  0.695 0.021  AVERAGE USING STUDENTIO(H/1.11) —— SEE MAIN TEXT (CONLEU
R10 FIT 0.695  0.017 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0) 0.5 0.5 - 1.5 2.5 20.059)
R11 KOL INTO (MUsHU-)/CHARGED (UNITS 1036} (P6) /(P2+P3+P4) KOL INTO (2PI0)~(3PI0) (10%%-2)
R11 100.0  OR NIKINA = 65 CC 6766
R11 250.0  OR LESS CL=.90 ALFF STEI 66 OSPK 9/66
RI1 2.0 OR LESS CL=.90 BOTT-BODE 67 0SPK 8/67 Rr22 KOL INTO (HUSMU-)/(PI+PI-) (UNITS 10wx-6) (P6)/(P5)
R11 35.0 OR LESS CL=.90 FITCH 67 0SPK 3/68 R22 0 R FOETH SPEC 5/70
R22 o s oR DARRIULAT 70 SPEC 11770
R12 KOL INTO (PI+ PI~ GAMMA)/TOTAL (UNITS 10%%-3) (P10) R22 A 0 (1.53) OR CLARK 71 SPEC 2/76
R12 15.0  OR LESS ANIKINA 65 CC 6/66 R22 € 9 5.8 2.3 1.5 CARITHERS 73 SPEC 2/76
R12 5.0 OR LESS BELLOTTI 66 HLBC GAM KE 40-130 MV 8/67 R22 F 3 4.2 5.1 2.6  FUKUSHIMA 76 SPEC 2/76
R12 1 3.0 OR LESS NEFKENS 66 OSPK  GAM KE 120 MEV 6/66 R22 15 4.0 1.4 0.9  SHOCHET - 79 SPEC T/79%
R12 0.4 OR LESS CL=.90 THATCHER 68 OSPK  GAM KE 20-170 MV 2/71 R22 A CLARK 71 LIMIT RAISED FROM 1.2 E-06 BY FIELD 74 REANALYSIS. 2/76
R12 3.2 OR LESS CL=.90 BOBISUT 74 HLBC  GAM KE GT 40 MEV 12/75 R22 A NOT IN AGREEMENT WITH SUBSEQUENT EXPTS. SO NOT AVERAGED. 2/76
R12 D 24 0.06 0.021 OCNALDSL 74 SPEC 10/74 R22 C CARITHERS 73 ERRORS ARE AT CL=0.68s W.CARITHERS, PRIV.COMM. 1979. 2/76
R12 046" OR LESS. CL=.90  WOO 74 SPEC 12775 R22 F FUKUSHIMA 76 ERRORS ARE AT CL=90 PERCENT. 2/76
R12 D USES KOL TO PI+PI-PIO/ALL KOL DECAYS = 0.126 10/74 R22 e e e e e
R22 AVG 4.4 0.95 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
R13 KOL INTO (E+ E-)/CHARGED (UNITS 10%%-6) (PT1/(P24P3+P4) R22 STUDENT 4.5 1.0 AVERAGE USING STUDENTLO(H/1.11) —- SEE MAIN TEXT
R13 1000.0 OR LESS ANIKINA 65 CC 6/66
R13 200.0 OR LESS CL=.90 ALFF-STEI 66 OSPK 6/66 R23 KOL INTO (E+ E~ )/(PI+PI=) (UNITS 10=a=5) (P71/(P5)
R13 23.0 OR LESS CL=.90 BOTT-BODE 67 OSPK 8/67 R23 0 10.0 OR LESS C FOETH 69 ASPK 5/70
R23 0:% OR LEss CLZi20  coark 71 ASPK 6/71
R14  KOL INTO (E MU)/CHARGED (UNITS 10%*-4) (PB) /(P2+P3+P4)
R14 10,0 OR LESS ANIKINA 65 CC 6/66 R24  KOL INTO (E MU)/(PI4PI-) (UNITS 10%%-5) (P8)/(P5)
R14 1.0 OR LESS CL=.90 CARPENTER 66 DSPK 8/66 R24 0.10 OR LESS CL=.90  CLARK 71 ASPK 6/71
R14 0.1 OR LESS CL=.90 BOTT-BODE 67 OSPK 8/67
Ri4 0.08 OR LESS CL=.90 FITCH 67 0SPK 3768 R25 KOL INTO (PI E NEU GAMI/(KL E3) (UNITS 10%8-2) ~(P12)/(P3)
R25 10 3.3 2.0 71 HUBC GAM KE GT 15 MEV 6/71
R15  KOL INTO (E+ PI- NEU)/(E- PI+ NEU)
R15 0 97  (0.90)  (0.18) NEAGU 61 cC R26 KOL INTO (P10 TWO GAMMAS)/(3PI0) (UNITS 10%s-3) ~(PL3)/(P1)
R15 O (1.01)  (0.16) LUERS 64 HBC 8/66 R26 0 OR LESS CL=.90 BANNER 69 0SPK 2/72
R15 0 89  (0.99)  (0.023) KULYUKINA 66 CC 9/66
R15 0 1539  (1.06)  (0.05) VERHEY 66 OSP! 8/67 R27  KOL INTO (PI+ PI-1/TAU (UNITS 108%-2) (ps)/(p2) 6/13
RIS 0 'LOW PRECISIGN EXPTS NOT AVERAGED. FOR MORE PRECIsE VALUE, R2T 4200 1.64 .04 ESSNER 73 ASPK +- = 2.23 6/73
RL5 O  SEE S13A2 (BENNETT 70, MARX 70 R27 . .
R27 FIT 11635 © 0.036 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
R16  KOL INTO (MU+ PI- NEU)/(MU- PI+ NEU)
R16 1M 1.0081  0.0027 DGRFAN 67 0SPK 11767 R28  KOL INTO (E+ E~ GAMMA)/(3PIO) (UNITS 10%%—%) (P141/(P1)
R16 SEE ALSO S13A2 AND SL13AL IN THE CP VIOLATION SECTION 2/71 R28 o 1.3  OR LESS CL=.90 BARMINI 72 HLBC 3/74
R29 KOL INTO (MUs MU~ GAMMA)/TOTAL (UNITS 10%*-5) (P15) 12/75
BT KoL mm (P10 PIO]/TDTAL (UNITS 10%%-3) (P11} R29 D .81 OR LESS CL=.90 DONALDS3 74 SPEC 6/77
R17 C .2) 1.5) (1.2) CRIEGEE 66 OSPK 7/66 Roe D USES KoL T0 PI+PI-PIOVALL KOL DECAYS = 0.126 6/77
Riv € CRIEGEE ExPT NOT DESIGNED 10 MEASORE 2 P10 DECAY MODE
R17 G 189  (2.5) (0.8) GAILLARD 69 OSPK  E00=3.6+~0.6 5/69 R30  KOL- INTO (MU+ MU~ PIO)/TOTAL  (UNITS 10%#-5) (P16) 12/75
RL7 G LATEST RESULT OF THIS EXPERIMENT GIVEN BY FAISSNER 7C R19 /71 R30 O 5,66 OR LESS CL=.90 DONALDS3 74 SPEC 6/77
R17 e e e e e R30 O USES KOL TO PI+PI-PIO/ALL KOL DECAYS = 0.126 6/77
RL7 FIT 0.94 0.18  FROM FIT
R31 KOL INTO (PIsPI-E4E~) /TOTAL (uuns 10%%-6) P17} 12/75
R18  KOL INTO (3PI0)/(PI+PI-PIO) (P11 /(pP2) R31 0. OR NIKINA 73 STRC 3/78
R18 188 2.0 0.6 ALEKSANYA 64 FBC 9/66 R31 D 81 OR LESS CL=.90 DONALDSON 7o SPEC 6/77
R18 1010 1.80 0.13 BUDAGOV ~ 68 HLBC 10/68 Ral D USES KoL To PIPI-PIOJALL KoL DECAYS s 01326 6777
RL8 883  (1.65)  (0.07) BARMIN2 72 HLBC ERROR STAT. ONLY 3/74
R18 e e e e e R32 KOL INTO (P10 PI+- E-+ NEU)/TOTAL (UNITS 10%%-3) (P18) 12/75
R18 AVG 1.81 0.13  AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0) R32 D 2.2 OR LESS CL=.90  DONALDS3 74 SPEC 6717
R18 STUDENT  1.81 0.14  AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT R32 D USES KOL TO PI+PI-PIO/ALL KOL DECAYS = 0.126 . 6/77
RL8 FIT 1.733 0.076 FROM FIT (ERRCR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.3)
R33  KOL INTO (PI MU ATOM) NEU/TOTAL (UNITS 10%-T) (P19} 6/17
RL9  KOL INTO (2PI0)/(3P10) (UNITS 10%#-2) (P11)/(P1) R33 18 sE COOMBES 76 WIRE 6/17
R19 C 109  (1.89)  (0.31) CRONIN 1 67 OSPK  ETA0D=4.9+-0.5 8767
R1S C (1.36)  (0.18) CRONIN 2 67 OSPK ETA00=3.92+-0.3 11767 E—
RLS C CRCNINZ IS FURTHER ANALYSIS (OF CRONINI NOk BOTH WITHORAWN 11/68
R19 NO EVENTS SEEN RTLETT 68 OSPK  SEE EOO BELOW 11/68 13 KOL ENERGY DEPENDENCE OF DALITZ PLOT
R19 57 0.46 0.11 BANNER 69 0SPK  ETAQ0=2.2+-0.3 2112
RIS R 133 (1.31)  (0.31) CENCE 69 OSPK - ETA00=3.7+-0.5  10/69 RELATED TEXT SECTION VI B.l, APPENDIX I, AND MINI-REVIEW ON SLOPE
R19 29 0.37 0.08 BARMIN 70 HLBC ETA0O PARAMETERS IN THE CHARGED K SECTION OF THE DATA CARD LISTINGS ABOVE
R19 30 0.32 0.15 BUDAGOV 70 HLBC  ETAO
R19 F 172 0.90 0.30 FAISSNER 70 OSPK ETAO MATRIX ELEMENT SQUARED = 1 + GRU + HXURX2 + JHV + KHV#%2
R19 R 150 1.21 0.30 REY 76 QSPK  ETAOD WHERE U=(S3-50)/(MPT#%2) AND V=(S1-S2)/(MPI+%%2)
R19 F FAISSNER 70 CONTAINS SAME 2P10 EVENTS AS GAILLARD 69 R17
R19 R CENCE 69 EVENTS ARE INCLUDED IN REY 76. GTO  LINEAR CDEFFICIENT G FOR KL —-> PI+ PI- PIO MATRIX ELEMENT SQUARED
R19 J GTo Q@ 79 (0.5 (0.23) ADAIR 64 HBC AV==7.6 +- 1.7
" R19 AVG 0.437  0.092  AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.6) GToa 11 (0511  too30) LUERS
R19 STUDENT  0.425  0.065 AVERAGE USING STUDENT1O(H/1.11) —- SEE MAIN TEXT GTO @ 66  (0.32)  (0.13) ASTBURY1
R19 FIT 0.437  0.083 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.5) GTO Q@ 310  (0.51)  (0.09} ASTBURY2
(SEE IDEOGRAM BELCW ) GTO Q 280  (0.64)  (0.17) ANIKINA
GTO @ 126  (0.70)  (0.12) HAWKINS
R20  KOL INTO (PI+ PI=)/(KE3 + KMUZ) (UNITS 10%%-3) (P5]/(P34P4) GTO Q 1350  (C.649) (0.044) HOPKINS
R20 C 309  (2.51)  (0.23) DEBOUARD 67 0SPK .00+-0.09 2/76 GTO Q 1198  (0.428) (0.055) NEFKENS
Reo 0 525 (2.35)  (0.19) FITCH 67 0SPK .94+-0.08 2/76 GTO Q 2446 (0.400)  (0.045) BASILEZ 68 OSPK AT=-0.188 +- .020 3/71
R20 2703  3.04 o. DEVOE 77 SPEC .254-0.05 11/77 GT0 @ 29K  (0.6500 (0.012) ALBROW 70 ASPK AY=-0.858+-.015 1/79%
R20 O OLD EXPERIMENTS EXCLUDED FROM FIT. SEE SUBSECTION E+- BELOW FOR 2/76 GTO Q8 36K  (0.593) (0.022) BUCHANAN 70 SPEC AU==0.278 +- .010  2/76
R20 €  AVERAGE ETA+~ OF THESE EXPERIMENTS AND FOR NOTE ON DISCREPANCY. 2776 GTO Q 4400  (0.664) (0.056) SMITH 70 OSPK AT=-0.306 +-0.024 1/79%
R20 e e e e e GT0 Q 180  (0.50) (0.11) JAMES 72 HBC 1773
R20 FIT 3.076  0.075 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0) GTO Q 1486  (0.608) (0.043) KRENZ 72 HLBC AT=-0.277 +- .018  11/72
GTO @ 384  (0.688) (0.074) METCALF 72 ASPK AT=—0.31 +- .03 11/72
R2L KOL INTO (2GAMAA)/(3 PIO) (UNITS Lowk-3) (P9) /(P1) 610 Q (0.612)  (0.032) ALEXANDER 73 HBC 2176
R21 2.5 0.7 ARNOLD 68 HLBC VACUUM DECAY 11/68 GTO Q 3200  (C.73)  (0.04) BRANDENBU 73 HBC 1774
R21 s BARNER o9 LS NEW EXPT. NOT TO BE CCNF WITH v OF CRONIND 67 2/72 GTO0 QC 20K  (0.619) (0.027) BISI 74 ASPK AT=-0.282 +- .011  10/74
R21 115 2. NNER 69 0S 11/68 GTO 509K  0.677  0.010 MESSNER 74 ASPK AY==0.917+-.013 /75
R21 28 5 ola3 ARMIN 71 niec 8/71 6T0 G 152  (0.69)  (0.07) BALDOCEOL 75 HLBC 12/75
R21 e e e e e GT0 Q@ 56K  (0.590) (0.022) BUCHANAN 75 SPEC AU=-0.277 +- .010 7775
R21 AVG 2.24 0.22 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0) GTO H6499  0.681  0.024 CHO 77 HBC 11777
R21 STUDENT  2.24 0.24 AVERAGE USING STUDENT1O(H/1.11) —- SEE MAIN TEXT GTO 4709  0.620  0.023 PEACH 77 HBC 11777
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GTO Q  QUADRATIC DEPENDENCE REQUIRED BY SOME EXPERIMENTS (SEE SECTIONS X18 X1B = F-/F+ (DETERMINED FROM KMU3/KE3)
GTO Q  HTO AND KTO BELOW). CORRELATIGNS PREVENT US FROM AVERAGING RESULTS XI8 THE KMU3/KE3 BRANCHING RATIO FIXES A RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN XI(0) 1/74
GTO Q OF FITS NOT INCLUDING G, H, AND K TERMS. X1B AND L+. WE QUOTE THE AUTHORS XI(0) AND ASSOCIATED L+ BUT DO NOT 1/74
GTO B BUCHANAN 70 RESULT REVISED BY BUCHANAN 75 TO INCLUDE RADIATIVE COR. 2/76 X18 AVERAGE BECAUSE THE L+ VALUES DIFFER. THE FIT RESULT AND SCALE 1/74
GTO B AND TO USE MORE RELIABLE KL MOM.SPECT. OF 2ND EXPT.(HAD SAME BEAM). 2/76 X18 FACTOR GIVEN IN THE NOTE ON KL3 FCRM FACTORS IN THE K+- SECTION OF  2/76
GTO C BISI 74 VALUE COMES FROM QUADRATIC FIT WITH QUAD. TERM CONSISTENT  11/75 X18 THE CATA CARDS ARE NOT OBTAINED FROM THESE XIB VALUES. INSTEAD 2/76
GTO C WITH ZERO. ~GTO ERROR IS THUS LARGER THAN IF LINEAR FIT WERE USED. 11/75 XIB msy ARE OBTAINED DIRECTLY FROM THE FITTED KMU3/KE3 RATIO (R10). 2/76
GT0 e e e e e e s e X1B 38 +1.1 1.1 64 HBC BRy L+=0 1/74
GTO AVG 0.670 0.014  AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.6) X18 +0.66 0.9 1.3 LUERS 64 HBC BRy L+=0 1/74
. GTO STUDENT  0.6716  0.0100 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT X18 +0.2 0.8 1.2 KULYUKINA 68 CC BRy L+=0 . 1/74
(SEE IDEOGRAM BELOW ) X18 569  +0.45 0.28 BEILLIERE 69 HLBC BR, L+=0 1/74
XIB E 1309 (-0.22)  (0.30) EVANS 69 HLBC BR, L+=.02+4~.015 1/74
= XIB 3548 ~0.5 0.5 BASILE 70 0SPK BRy L+=.0 1/74
WEIGHTED AVERAGE = 0.670 * 0.014 X1B8 6700 o 5 0.4 BRANDENBU 73 HBC BRyL+=,019+-.013 1/74
ERROR SCALED BY 1.6 XIB E1309 EVANS 73 HLBC BR, L+=.02 1/74
I XIB E EVANS 73 REPLACES EVANS 69. /74
] X18
XIB FIT DISCUSSED IN NOTE ON KL3 FORM FACTORS IN K+- SECTION CF DATA CARDS.
XIC XIC = F-/F+ (DETERMINED FROM MU POLARIZATION IN KMU3) —— -
XIC THE MU POLARIZATION IS A MEASURE -OF XI(T). NO ASSUMPTIONS ON L+-
XIC NECESSARY, T (WEIGHTED BY SENSITIVITY TO XI0) SHOULD BE SPECIFIED.
XI1C IN L+,XI(0) PARAMETERIZATION THIS IS XI(0) FOR L#=0. DXI/DL=XI*T.
XI1C FOR RAD. CORR. TO MUON POLARIZATION IN'KMU3, SEE GINSBERG 73. 2772
XIC T 2608 (-1.2) (0.5) AUERBACH 66 0SPK POL ARIZAT ION 8/67
XIC T 638 (-1.6) (0.5) ABRAMS 68 OSPK POLARIZATION 5/69
XIC L -1.81 0.50 0.26 LONGO 69 CNTR POL. T=3.3 1/74
XIC S2.2M  -0.385 0.105 SANDWEISS 73 CNTR POLsDX1/DL==6 1774
XIC H207K  +0.178 0.105 cL 77 SPEC POL,DXI/DL=+.68 11/77
XIC T T VALUE NOT GIVEN. : 1/74
XIC L LONGD 69 T=3.3 CALC. FROM DXI/DL=-6.0 (TABLE 1) DIVIDED BY XI=-1.81 1/74
XIC S SANDWEISS 73 IS FOR L+=0 AND T=0. 1/74
XIC H CLARK 77 T=+3.80, DXI/DL=XI(T)*T=.178%3.80=+.68 . 11777
XIC e e e e e s e
CHISa XIC FIT DISCUSSED IN NOTE ON KL3 FORM FACTORS IN K+- SECTION OF DATA CARDS.
R 2P P IXI IMAGINARY PART OF XI (TEST OF T REVERSAL) ————————————————————
PEACH 77 HBC 4.7 IX1 -0.2 0.6 ABRAM 68 0SPK POLARIZATIGN 10769
77 HBC 0.2 X1 -0.02 0.08 LDNGD 69 CNTR POL. T=3.3 11/69
74 ASPK 0.5 IXI  2.2M  -0.060 0,045 SANDWEISS 73 CNTR POLy T=0 1/74
—_— IXI S2.2M  ~0.085 0.064 SANDWEISS 73 CNTR POL,T=0 12/79%
5.4 IXI C207K 0.35 0.30 CLARK 77 SPEC POL, T=0 11/77
' (CONLEV IX1 0.012 0.026 SCHMIDT 79 CNTR POLARIZATICN 12779%
0.55 0.60 0.65 0.70 0.75 0.80 =0.066) IXI S SANDWEISS 73 VALUE CORRECTED FROM VALUE QUOTED IN THEIR PAPER DUE  12/79%
. IXI S TO NEW VALUE OF RE(XI). SEE FTINOTE 4 OF SCHMIDT 79. 12/79%
TAU O SLOPE PARAMETER FOR -KOL IXI C CLARK 77 VALUE HAS ADDITIONAL XIO DEPENDENCE +0.21%RE(XIO). 11777
IXI e e e e e e e e
HTO QUADRATIC COEFF. H FOR KL ~-> PI+ PI- PIO MATRIX ELEMENT SQUARED IXI AVG 0.014 0.021 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
HTO Q@ 29K (-0.011) (0.018) ALBROW 70 ASP 1/79% IXI STUDENT ~-0.013 0.024 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT
HTO Q 4400  (0.043) (0.052) SMITH 70 usm( 1/79%
HTO 509K - 0.079 0.007 MESSNER 74 ASPK 3/78 L+M LAMBDA + (LINEAR ENERGY DEPENDENCE OF F+ IN KMU3 DECAY)  ————————v
HTO 6499 0. 095 0 032 cHo 77 HBC 3/78 LM SEE ALSO THE CORRESPONDING ENTRIES AND NOTES IN SECTION XIA AND LO.
HTO 4709 0.048 «03 PEACH 77 HBC 3/78 L+M FOR RAD.COR. OF KMU3 DP SEE GINSBURG. 70 AND BECHERRAWY 70. 3/74
HTO SEE NDTES IN SECHGN GTO ABOVE. 1/79% LM C 16K (0.07)  (0.02) CHIEN 70 ASPK oP 1/74
HTO L+M  A9086 0.085 0.015 AL BROW 72 ASPK 0P 1/74
HTO AVG 020786  0.0067 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0) L+M C 16K (0.11)  (0.04) DALLY 72 ASPK op 1/74
HTO STUDENT  0.0787  0.0073 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) =~ SEE MAIN TEXT L+M D 82K 0.046 0.008 ALBRECHT 74 WIRE oP 11775
L+M D 82K  (0.076) (0.004) ALBRECHT 74 WIRE op 11775
KTO0 QUADRATIC COEFF. K FOR KL =-=> PI+ PI- P10 MATRIX ELEMENT SQUARED L+M 1.6M 0.030 0.003 DONALDS2 74 SPEC oP 10/74
KTO 509K 0. 0097 0.0018 MESSNER 74 ASP 3/78 L+M 32K 0.046 0.030 BUCHANAN 75 SPEC oP 9715
KTO 6499 0.024 0.010 CHo 77 HBC 3/78 L+M Z 129K (0.0337) (0.0033) DZHDRDZHA 71 SPEC DP 12/79%
KTO 4709  -0.C08 0.012 PEACH 77 HBC 3/78 L+M 16K .028 1 STRC op 12779%
KTO © e e e e e e e L+M € CHIEN 10 VALUE AND ERROR HAVE BEEN CHANGED FRCM 0.08 +- 0.01 TO 3/71
KTO AVG 0.0)98  0.0018 AVERAGE (ERRCR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0) L#M C  INCLUDE SYSTEMATIC EFFECTS. DALLY 72 IS A REANALYSIS OF CHIEN 70. 3/71
KTO STUDENT 0.0098 0.0019 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT L+M C SEE NOTE IN SECTION XIA. 1/74
L+M D ALBRECHT 74 FINDS TWO SOLUTIONS. THE FIRST AGREES WITH KE3. 11775
JTo LINEAR COEFF. J FOR KL =—> PI+ PI- PIO IS LISTED UNDER CP VIOLATION  1/79% L+M Z  DZHORDZHADZE 77 IS COMBINED ANALYSIS OF THE 82K ALBRECHT 74 EVENTS 12/79%
JT0 PARAMETERS IN KOL DECAYS. 1/79% L+#M Z  AND 47K KE3 EVENTS OF BIRULEV Té. 12/779%
LM e e e e e 8 e e e
~~~~~ L+M FIT DISCUSSED IN NOTE ON KL3 FORM FACTORS IN K+- SECTION OF DATA CARDS.
13 KOL FGRM FACTORS Lo LAMBDA O (LINEAR ENERGY DEPENDENCE OF FO IN KMU3 DECAY)  —————-=—=—
Lo WHEREVER POSSIBLE, WE HAVE CONVERTED THE ABOVE VALUES OF XI(0) INTO
RELATED TEXT SECTION VI B.2 AND MINI-REVIEW ON FORM FACTORS Lo VALUES OF LO USING THE ASSOCIATED L+M AND DXI/DL.
IN THE CHARGED K SECTION OF THE DATA CARD LISTINGS ABOVE. Lo L 1371 +0.08 (0.07) CARPENTER 66 0SPK DP,DLO/DL+=~0.54 1/74
L L -0.140  (0.043) (0.022)LONGO 69 CNTR POL,DLO/DL+=+.49 1/74
IN THE FORM FACTOR COMMENTS, THE FOLLOWING ABBREVIATIONS ARE USED. L0 B 3140 (-0.333) (0.034) BASILE 70 0SPK DPyDLO/DL+=+ 1774
F+ AND F— ARE FORM FACTORS FOR THE VECTOR MATRIX ELEMENT. LO A 9086  ~0.043 0.052 ALBROW 72 ASPK DPyDLO/DL+=-1.39 1/74
FS AND FT REFER TO THE SCALAR AND TENSOR TERM. L0 C 16K (-0.067) (0.227) DALLY 72 ASPK DPyDLO/DL+ UNKN: 1/74
FO = (F+) + (F=)XT/(MK**2-MP [*%2) LO R 6700 (+0.06} (0.03) BRANDENBU 73 HBC BR,L+=,019+-.013 1/74
L+, L- AND LO ARE THE LINEAR EXPANSION COEFFS. OF F+, F— AND FO. L0 P 1385 -0.060 (0.038) PEACH 73 HLBC DP,DLO/DL+=-0.71 1/74
L+ REFERS TO THE KMU3 VALUE EXCEPT IN THE KE3 SECTIONS. LO L 2.2M -0.018  (0.0091) SANDWEISS 73 CNTR POL,DLO/DL+=+. 1/74
OXI/DL IS THE CORRELATION BETWEEN XI(0) AND L+ IN KMU3. LO D 82K  +0.024 0.011 ALBRECHT 74 WIRE DP4DLO/DL+=-1.06 11/75
DLO/DL* IS THE CORRELATION BETWEEN LO AND L+ IN KMU3. L0 D 82K {-0.130) (0.014) ALBRECHT 74 WIRE DP,DLO/OL+=+0.20 11/75
= MOMENTUM TRANSFER TO THE PI IN UNITS OF MPI®*2. LO E 1.6M +C.019 0.004 DONALDS2 74 SPEC DPy DLO/DL+=-0 .47 10/74
DALITZ PLOT ANALYSIS LO  F 32K  +0.025 0.019 BUCHANAN 75 SPEC DP,DLO/DL+=+0.5 2/76
PI SPECTRUM ANALYSIS LO L 207K  +0.04 (0,009} CLARK 77 SPEC POL,DLO/DL+=1.06 11/77
MU SPECTRUM ANALYSIS LO Z 4TK (+0.0485) (0.0076) DZHORDZHA 77 SPEC DP,DLO/DL+=-0.83 12/79%
MU POLARIZATICN ANALYSIS Lo 16K +0.039 0.010 79 STRC DPyDLO/DL+=-0.67 12/79%
KMU3/KE3 BRANCHING RATIOD ANALYSIS L LO VALUE IS FOR L+=0,03 CALCULATED BY US FROM XIO AND DX1/DL. 1/74
POSITRCN OR ELECTRON SPECTRUM ANALYSIS L0 B BASILE 70 LO IS FOR L+=0. CALCULATED BY US FROM XIA WITH DXI/DL=0. 1/74
RADIATIVE CORRECTIONS LO B BASILE 70 IS INCOMPATIBLE WITH ALL OTHER RESULTS. AUTHORS SUGGEST  1/74
LO B THAT EFFICIENCY ESTIMATES MIGHT BE RESPONSIBLE. 1/74
XIA XIA = F-/F+ (DETERMINED FROM SPECTRA) - Lo A ALBRCW 72 LO IS CALCULATED BY US FROM XIA,L+ AND DXI/DL. THEY GIVE 1/74
XIA L1341  +1.2 (0.8) CARPENTER 66 OSPK DP, DXI/DL=-18 1774 LO A —.043+-.039 FOR L-=0. WE USE DUR LARGER CALCULATED ERROR. 1774
XIA B 3140 (-3.9) (0.4) BASILE 70 0SPK OP, INDEP OF L+ 1/74 LO C  DALLY 72 GIVES FO=1.20+-.35, LO=~.080+-.272y LOPRIME=-.006+-, 045, 1774
XIA C 16K (0.12)  (0.20) CHIEN 70 ASPK OP, DXI/D 26 1/74 LO C  BUT WITH A DIFFERENT DEFINITION OF LO. QUR QUOTED LO IS HIS LO/FO. 1/74
XIA A9086 0.7 ALBROW 72 ASPK DP, DXI/D 1/74 LO C  WE CANNOT CALCULATE TRUE LO ERROR WITHOUT HIS (LO,FO) CORRELATIONS. 1/74
XIA C 16K (0.61) DALLY 72 ASPK DPy DXI/DL UNKN. 1774 LO C SEE ALSO NOTE C IN SECTION XIA. 1/74
XIA P1385 (0. 45) PEACH 73 HLBC DP, OX1/DL=-20 1774 Lo p PEACH 73 ASSUMES L+=0.025. CALCULATED BY US FROM XIO0 AND DXIO0/DL+. 1/74
XIA D 82K 0.21 ALBRECHT 74 WIRE DP, DXI/DL==24  11/75 L0 R FIT FOR LO DOES NOT INCLUDE THIS VALUE BUT INSTEAD INCLUDES THE 2/76
XIA D 82K (0.17) ALBRECHT 74 WIRE DP, DXI/DL==9.4 11/75 €0 R KMU3/KE3 RESULT FROM THIS EXPERIMENT. 2/76
XIA El.6M 0.07 DONALDS2 74 SPEC 0P, DX1/0L=-17  11/75 LO D ALBRECHT 74 FINDS TWO SOLUTIONS. THE FIRST HAS L+=.046+-.008 IN 11/75
XIA F 32K 0.22 BUCHANAN 75 SPEC DPy DXI/DL==5.9  2/76 LO D AGREEMENT WITH KE3. DLO/DL+ OBTAINED FROM FIG.2C. 11775
XIA L CARPENTER 66 XI(0) IS FOR L#=0. OXI/DL IS FRGM FIG. 1/74 L E DONALDSON2 74 DLO/DL+ OBTAINED FROM FIG. 18. 11/75
XIA B BASILE 70 IS INCOMPATIBLE WITH ALL OTHER RESULTS. AUTHURS SUGGEST 1/74 Lo F BUCHANAN 75 VALUE IS FROM THEIR APPENDIX A AND USES ONLY KMU3 DATA. 2/76
XIA B THAT EFFICIENCY ESTIMATES MIGHT BE RESPONSIBLE. /74 LO F DLO/DL+ WAS OBTAINED BY PRIVATE COMMUNICATION, C.BUCHANAN, 1976. 2/76
XIA A ALBROW 72 FIT HAS L- FREE, GETS L-=-.030+-.060 OR LAM=+.15+.17-.11. 1/74 L0 Z DZHORDZHADZE 77 IS COMBINED ANALYSIS OF THE 82K ALBRECHT 74 EVENTS 12/79%
XIA C CHIEN 70 ERRORS ARE STATISTICAL ONLY. DXI/DL FROM FIG.4. 1/74 Lo 2 AND 47K KE3-EVENTS OF BIRULEV 76. 12/779%
XIA C DALLY 72 IS A REANALYSIS OF CHIEN 70. THE DALLY 72 RESULT IS 1/74 [ e e o o s 0 e 0 e
XIA C NOT COMPATIBLE WITH ASSUMPTION L-—=0 SO NOT INCLUDED IN OUR FIT. 2/76 LO FIT DISCUSSE® IN NOTE CN KL3 FORM FACTORS IN K+- SECTION OF DATA CARDS.
XIA C THE NON-ZERO L- VALUE AND THE RELATIVELY LARGE L+ VALUE FOUND BY 1/74
XIA C DALLY 72 COME MAINLY FROM A SINGLE LOW T BIN (FIGS.ls2). 1/74
XIA C THE (F+ XI) CORRELATION WAS IGNORED. 1/74
XIA C WE ESTIMATE FROM FIG. 2 THAT FIXING L-=0 WOULD GIVE XI(0)=—1.4+-0.3 1/74
XIA C AND WOULD ADD 10 TO CHI SQUARED. DXI/DL IS NCT GIVEN. 1/74
XIA O ALBRECHT 74 IS CALCULATED BY US FROM LOy L+ AND DLO/DL+. THEY FIND 11/75
XIA D TWO SOLUTICNS. THE FIRST HAS L+=.046+-.008 IN AGREEMENT WITH KE3. 3/74
XIA P PEACH 73 GIVES XI10=-,95+-.45 FOR L+=L-=.025 . - THE ABOVE VALUE IS 1774
XIA P FOR L-=0. K.PEACH, PRIVATE COMMUNICATION(1974). 1774
XIA € DONALDSON2 74 GIVES XI=-.11+-.02 NOT INCLUDING SYSTEMATICS. ABOVE 11/75
XIA 'E ERROR AND [XI/DL WERE CALCULATED BY US FROM LO AND L+ ERRORS (WHICH 11/75
XIA E INCLUDE SYSTEMATICS) AND DLO/DL*. 11/75
XIA F BUCHANAN 75 IS CALCULATED BY US FROM LO, L+ AND DLO/DL+ BECAUSE 2/76
XIA F THEIR APPENDIX A VALUE —.20+-22 ASSUMES XI(T) CONSTANT, I.E. L-=L+. 2/76
XTA R
XIA FIT DISCUSSED IN NOTE ON KL3 FORM FACTORS IN K+- SECTION OF DATA CARDS.
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LeE LAMBCA + (LINEAR ENERGY DEPENDENCE OF F+ IN KO E3 DECAY)  —mmmmm
L+E FOR RAD.COR. OF KE3 DP SEE GINSBURG 67 AND BECHERRAWY 70. 3/74 WEIGHTED AVERAGE = 0.319 * 0.038
U+E 153 +0.07 .06 LUERS 64 HBC 0P, NO RC ERROR SCALED BY 1.5
E 577 +0.15 .08 FISHER 65 OSPK  DP, NO RC 8/67
L+E 762 -0.01 Jo2 FIRESTONE 67 HBC 0P, NO RC 8/67 T
L+E 531 +0.01 015 KADYK 67 HBC €4P1, NO RC 8/67
(+E 240 +0.08 J10 .08 LOWYS 67 FBC PI, USES RC 8/67
L+€ 1000  0.02 0.013 ARONSON 68 OSPK  PI 5769
L+E  4B0O  +0.023  0.012 BASILE 68 OSPK  DP, NO RC 3768
L+E 426 0.023  0.005 BISI 71 ASPK  DP, USES RC 12/71
L+E 16K 0.05 0.01 CHIEN 71 ASPK  DP, NO RC 6/71
L+E 1910  0.022  0.014 NEUHOFER 72 ASPK  PI, USES RC 1773
L+E 5600  0.045  0.014 ALBROW 73 ASPK  DP, USES RC 9/73
LvE 1871 0.019  0.013 BRANDENBU 73 HBC P1 TRANSV., RC 1774 -
L+E 2171 0.040  0.012 WANG 74 OSPK  DP, USES RC 7774
L+E 25K 0.0270 0.0028 BLUMENTHA 75 SPEC  DP 7775
L+E 24K 0.044  0.006 BUCHANAN 75 SPEC  DP, USES RC 7715
L+E 48K 0.032  0.0042 BIRULEV 76 SPEC  DP, USES RC 1/78
(+€ 500K  0.0312 0.0025 GJESDAL 76 SPEC  DPy USES RC 1777
L+ 12K 0.025  0.005 ENGLER 78 HBC DP, USES RC T/79%
L+ 18K  0.0348 0.0044 HILL 78 STRC 0P, USES RC 6/78%
LeE cHISQ
L+E AVG 0.0301  0.0016 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR COF 1.2) CHISQ
L+E STUDENT  0.0300 0.0016 AVERAGE USING STUDENTLO(H/1.11) —- SEE MAIN TEXT 4l ... ... ... .GEWENIGL 74 ASPK 0.0
(SEE IDEOGRAM BELOW ) .. MCCARTHY 73 CNTR 4.0
WEIGHTED AVERAGE = 0.0301 * 0.0016 PICCIONI 72 ASPK 0.6
ERROR SCALED BY 1.2 PACIOTTI 69 OSPK
Lhlsd (CD:H:;U
oo s - HILL 7B STRC 1.1 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 =0.094)
4 - - - - - - - ENGLER 78 HBC 1.0
... ......guESDAL 76 ‘SPEC 0.2 CHARGE ASYMMETRY FOR KL --> MU PI NU
‘BIRULEU 76 SPEC 0.2
-BUCHANAN 75 SPEC 5.4
‘BLUMENTHA 7?5 SPEC 1.2
‘WANG 74 0OSPK 0.7
‘BRANDENBU 73 HBC 0.7
ALBROU 73 ASPK. 1.1 AL KOL INTO ((Le)=(L=))/((L+)+(L=)) (COMBINED AL AND A2) (PERCENT)
‘NEUHOFER 72 ASPK 0.3 AL B 1OM 0.0 AL 69 CNTR  KE3 2/71
‘CHIEN 71 ASPK 4.0 1 I S A O PACIOTTI 69 Gemk ks 1/73
BISIT 21 ASPK 2.0 AL 10M  0.346  0.033 MARX 70 CNTR  KE3 2/71
BRSILE 68 0SPK 0.4 AL 600K 0.36 0.18 ASHFORD 72 ASPK  KE3 2772
- AL 7.7M  0.278  0.051 PICCIONI 72 ASPK  KMU3 1773
"ARONSON 68 OSPK 0.6 AL “0M 0,318 0.038 FITCH 73 ASPK  KE3 12773
LOuYS 67 FBC AL 4.1M 0.60 0.14 MCCARTHY 73 CNIR - KMU3 6773
AL 334 0,333 0.050 WILLIAMS 73 ASPK  KMU3+KE3 12773
"KADYK 67 HBC 1.8 AL 15 0.313 0-029 GEWENIG1 74 ASPK KMU3 7774
‘FIRESTONE 67 HBC AL 4m 0. GEWENIG 74 ASPK  KE3 7774
FISHER 65 0SPK AL *Sre FDOTNOTES IN'SECTIONS AL AND' &2 sBovEr /73
. AL . .
‘LUERS 64 HBC  _____ AL AVG 073307 7 0.012  AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
< - 20.8 AL STUDENT  0.330  0.013  AVERAGE USING STUDENTIO(H/1.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT
-0.1 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 (CONLEU
——————————————————— 13 PARAMETERS FOR KOL INTQ 2P1 DECAY—-=mm-mmmmmmmmmmmm
LAMBDA+ FOR KE3 DECAY OF KOL =0.108) TEXT SECTION VI B.3 D
ETA+= = A(KL TO PI+PI-)/A(KS TO PI+PI-)
FS FS/F+ RATIO OF SCALAR TO F+ COUPLINGS FOR KE3 DECAY(ABS. VALUE)---- ETAOO = A(KL TO PIOPIO)/A(KS TD PIOPIO)
ES 0.15 OR LESS CL=.68 KULYUKINA 67 CC 10769
FS 5600  0.19 OR LESS CL=.95 ALBROW 73 ASPK 9/73 THE FITTED VALUES OF ETA+- AND ETAOO GIVEN BELOW ARE THE RESULTS
£s 25K 0.04 OR LESS CL=.68 BLUMENTHA 75 SPEC 7775 OF A FIT TO ETA*+~, ETAOO AND ETAQO/ETA+- RESULTS. THE VALUES LISTED
£ 48K 0.07 OR LESS BIRULEV 76 SPEC  CL NOT GIVEN 1778 BELOW WHICH ARE NOT PARENTHESIZED ENTER THE FIT AS SHOWN. THE
Fs 18K 0.095 OR LESS CL=.95  HILL 78 STRC 6/78% VALUES WHICH ARE PARENTHESIZED AND BEAR THE FODTNOTE X DO NOT ENTER
THE FIT AS SHOWN. THESE EXPERIMENTS GIVE BRANCHING RATIOS AND ENTER
Al FT/F+ RATIO OF TENSOR TO F+ COUPLINGS FOR KE3 DECAY(ABS. VALUE)---- THE FIT VIA THE QUANTITY ACTUALLY MEASURED -- BRANCHING RATIGS
FT 1.0 OR LESS CL=.68  KULYUKINA 67 CC 10769 R9, R20 AND R27 (ETA+-) AND R17T AND R19 (ETA00). THESE BRANCHING
FT 5600 1.0 OR LESS CL=.95 ALBROW 73 ASPK 9/73 RATIOS ARE COMBINED WITH CURRENT NORMALIZATIONS AND CURRENT KL AKD KS
ET 25K 0.23 OR LESS CL=.68 BLUMENTHA 75 SPEC 7/75 MEAN LIVES TO OBTAIN PI PI RATES. THE ETA+- AND ETAOO VALUES OBTAINED
FT 48K 0.34 OR LESS BIRULEV 76 SPEC  CL NOT GIVEN 1/78 FROM THESE RATES ARE ENTERED BELGW WITH THE NAME *GKL/GKST.
FT 18K 0.40 OR LESS CL=.95  HILL 78 STRC 6/78%
. E0S (ETAOO)*%2 = (A(KL TO 2PI0)/A(KS TO 2P10))*%2 (UNITS 10%%-6) -——
— - e e EOS X 0 (=2.) (7.0) BARTLETT 68 0SPK 10769
€0S X ST (4.9) (1.2) BANNER 69 OSPK 2772
13 CP VIOLATION PARAMETERS IN KOL DECAYS EOS XR 133 (14.1) (3.4) CENCE 69 0SPK 10/69
EOS XF 180 (13.) (4.) GAILLARD 69 0SPK 10769
RELATED TEXT SECTION VI B.3 AND MINI-REVIEW BELOW EOS X 29  (4.08)  (0.9) BARMIN 70 HLEC 12/70
EOS X 30  (3.611 (1.9) _BUDAGOV 70 HLBC 10770
- ~13 CHARGE ASYMMETRY IN TAU DECAYS- E0S ¢ 8.7 3.7 CHOLLET 70 OSPK  CU REG.,4 GAMMAS 2772
E0S XF 172 (9.9) (3.4 FAISSNER 70 0SPK 12/70
JTO  COEFF OF TERM (S1-52)/(MP12) IN MATRIX ELEMENT DEFINED AT BEGINNING E0S C 56  T.4 2.0 WOLFF 71 OSPK  CU REG.,4GAMMAS 12/71
JTO  OF SECTION GTO ABOVE. SEE ALSO MINIREVIEW ON SLOPE PARAMETERS IN E0S XR 150 (14.1) (3.4) REY 76 03 PK 8776
JTO  CHGD K SECTION AND TEXT SEC. VI B.1l. THIS SECTION REPLACES CHARGE £0S 5.43 0.84 CHRISTEL 79 ASPK 12/79%
JTO ASYMMETRY PARAMETER SECTION(A) IN THE 1978 AND EARLIER EDITIONS. £0S X 5.1 1.0 GKL/GKS 78 RVUE BR SCALE FACTOR=1.5 2/80%
JTo 238K 0.004 BLANPIED 68 1/79% EOS X  SEE NOTE ABOVE REGARDING FITTED VALUES OF ETA+~ AND ETA00.
JT0 3m 0.0009 SCRIBAND 70 1779% EOS R CENCE 69 EVENTS ARE INCLUDED IN REY 76. 1777
JT0 4400 0.017 SMITH 70 05 PK 1779% | EOS F FAISSNER 70 CONTALNS SAME 2PI0 EVENTS AS GAILLARD 69
JT0 6499 0.011 cHO 77 1779% EOS C CHOLLET 70 GIVES ETAOO=(1.23+-0.24)%(REGEN AMPL,2GEV/C CU)/10000M8  2/72
0 4709 0-003 PEACH 77 1779% | EOS C WOLFF 71  GIVES ETAOO=(1.13+-0.12)%(REGEN AMPL,2GEV/C CU)/10000MB  2/72
Jto e e e e EOS C WE COMPUTE BOTH ETAOO¥*2 VALUES FOR (REGEN AMPL,2GEV/C CU)=24+-2MB. 2/72
JT0 AVG 0.00110 0.00084 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0) EOS C THIS REGEN AMPL RESULTS FROM AVERAGING OVER FAISSNER 69, 2172
JTO STUDENT 0.00111 0.00091 AVERAGE USING STUDENTIO(H/1.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT E0S C EXTRAPOLATED USING OPTICAL MODEL CALCULTICNS GF BOMM ET AL. 2172
EOS C PL 278 594 (1968) AND THE DATA OF BALATS 71. (FROM H. FAISSNER, 2772
R ~13  CHARGE ASYMMETRY IN LEPTONIC DECAYS (PERCENT)— E0S C PRIVATE COMMUNICATION) 2772
TEXT SECTION VI 8.3 C EOS F FAISSNER 70 CONTAINS SAME 2P10 EVENTS AS GAILLARD 69
€05 e
SUCH ASYMMETRY VIOLATES CP . 1T IS RELATED TO REAL(EPSILONI. £0S AVG 5.58 0.60  AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
EOS STUDENT  5.56 0.66  AVERAGE USING STUDENT1O0(H/1.11) —- SEE MAIN TEXT
AL KOL INTO (MU4PI-NU)=(MU=PI+NU}/ (MU+P I-NU)+(MU=P I+NU) (PERCENT) E0S FI .41 0.38  FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.1) 2/80%
AL D IM  (0.403) (0.134) DORFAN 67 OSPK  DERIVED FROM R16 11/67 £00 THIS FIT VALUE CORRESPONDS 10 ETAGOSS. 325+ 0 600 2/80%
AL D 1M 0.57 0.17 PACIOTTI 69 0SPK 1773
AL 7. 0.278  0.051 PICCIGNI 72 ASPK 1773 E47, EIM = ALK TO PI4PI-)/ACKS TO PIPI-) UNITS lows=3 -
Al 4.M 0.60 0.14 MCCARTHY 73 CNTR 6/73 E+= X 45  (1.95)  (0.20) CHRISTENS 64 OSP 2/76
A1 15M  0.313  0.029 GEWENIGL 74 ASPK 7774 E+- X 54 (1.99)  (0.16) CALBRAITH 65 0SPK 2776
Al 0 PACIOTTI 69 IS A REANALYSIS OF DORFAN 67 AND IS CORRECTED FOR 1773 Eve X (1.92)  (0.13) BASILE 66 OSPK 2176
AL D MU+ MU- RANGE DIFFERENCE IN MC CARTHY 72. 1773 Eve X (1.95)  (0.04) BOTT-BODE 66 0SPK 2/76
AL . e £+ X 2.00)  (0.09) DEBOUARD 67 OSPK 2776
AL AVG 0.038  AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.5) E4— X (1.94)  (0.08) . FITCH 67 0SPK 2176
Al STUDENT 0.027  AVERAGE USING STUDENTLO(H/1.11) —— SEE MAIN TEXT E+- AX (1.95)  (0.03) GKL/GKS 71 RVUE  EXPTS. BEFGRE 71 2/76
(SEE 1DEOGRAM BELOW ) E+- A AVERAGE OF ABOVE EXPERIMENTS. THESE ARE EXCLUDED FROM THE GKL/GKS, 1/BO%
E+= A AVERAGE, AND FIT VALUES BELOW SINCE THEY DO NOT AGREE WITH MORE 1780%
A2 KOL INTO (E+PI-NU)-(E-PI+NU)/(E+PI-NU)+(E-PI+NU) (PERCENT) E+~ A RECENT PRECISE AND IN PRINCIPLE SUPERIOR EXPERIMENTS . 1/80%
A2 B 1OM  (0.224) BENNETT 67 CNTR 11767 E+— X 4200  (2.23)  (0.05) MESSNER 73 ASPK 11775
A2 B 10M  0.246 SAAL 69 CNTR 10770 E+ 2.30 0.035 : GEWENIGZ2 74 ASPK 3774
A2 1oM  0.346 MARX 70 CNTR 10770 E+- X 2703  (2.25)  (0.05) DEVOE 77 SPEC 11/77
A2 600K  0.36 ASHFORD 72 ASPK 2772 e . 2.27 0.12 CHRISTEZ 79 ASPK 12/79%
A2 4oM  0.318 FITCH 73 ASPK 12/73 Ee- X 2.254  0.029 GKL/GKS 78 RVUE  BR EXP. AFTER 71 2/78
A2 34M 0.34 18 GEWENIGL 74 ASPK 7114 E+= X  SEE NOTE ABOVE REGARDING FITTED VALUES OF ETA+- AND ETAQO.
A2 8 SAAL 69 IS A REANALYSIS OF BENNETT 67 E+- e e e
Az A Er- AVG 2273 7 0,022  AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
A2 AVG 0.333° © 0.014  AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0) E+- STUDENT  2.272  0.025 AVERAGE USING STUDENTIO(H/1.11) —- SEE MAIN TEXT
A2 STUDENT  0.334 0,016  AVERAGE USING STUDENTLO(H/1.11) —— SEE MAIN TEXT Er- FIT 2.274  0.022 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0) 2/80%
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Data Card Listings Stable Particles
For notation, see key at front of Listings. ' K?

ER RATIO OF ETAOO OVER ETA+- The above predictions can be compared with the
ER 124 1.03 2.07 BANNERL 72 OSPK 8/72
ER 167 1.00 0.06 HOLDER 72 ASPK 8/72 .
ERC (1.00)  (0.09) CHRISTEL 79 ASPK 2/80% experimental values
ER C  NOT INDEPENDENT OF E+- AND EOS VALUES WHICH ARE INCLUDED IN FIT. 2/80%
ER e e e e e
ER  AVG 1.013 0.046  AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0) =
ER STUDENT  1.013 0.049  AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) —- SEE MAIN TEXT ]no 0/n+_| = 1.023£0.036 ,
ER FIT 1.023 0.036 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.1) 2/80%
Fam PHASE OF ETA +- (DEGREES)
Fem THE DEPENDENCE OF THE PHASE ON THE KOL-KOS MASS DIFFERENCE °
[ 1S GIVEN FOR EACH EXPERIMENT IN THE COMMENTS BELOW, WHERE DM IS [0} = (44.6*1.2) ,
Ft- (MASS DIFF./HBAR) IN UNITS 10%¥10 SEC-1. WE HAVE EVALUATED THESE +-
Fee MASS DEPENDENCES USING OUR APRIL 1978 VALUE, DM=0.5349+-0.0022
Fe- TO OBTAIN THE VALUES AND AVERAGE QUOTED BELOW. WE ALSO GIVE ThE
Fem REGENERATOR PHASE FR IN THE COMMENTS BELOW.
F Q (45.0)  (50.0) CFITCH 65 0SPK BE REGEN 11767 ® = (54.5+5.3)° ,
F+— 0 (30.0)  (45.0) FIRESTONE 66 HBC 11767 00
F+- G (70.00  tz2l.0) BOTT-BODE 67 OSPK C REGEN 11767
Fé= O (25.0)  (35.0) MISCHKE 67 OSPK CU REGEN 7/68
Fi- C  CLD EXPERIMENTS WITH LARGE ERRORS NOT INCLUDED IN AV ERAGE. 2/76 -3
Fe- N (51.0)  (11.0) BENNETT2 68 CNTR  CU REG. USES 8768
Fr- C 34.2 10.0 BENNETT 69 CNTR  CU REGEN 2/71 Ree = (1.621+0.088) x10 ’
Ft- B 45.3 12.0 BOHM 69 0SPK VACUUM REGEN 2/71
Ft- F 45.2 7.4 FAISSNER 69 ASPK CU REGE 2771 a X h lati
Fe~ J 4046 4.2 JENSEN 70 ASPK V ACUUM REGEN 2/71 fel t in the relation
Fe- D 37.2 12.0 BALATS 71 OSPK  CU REGEN 9/71 where Rec has been computed using
F- P 36.2 6.1 CARNEGIE 72 ASPK CU REGEN 1/73
Fe- G 46.5 1.6 GEWENIGZ 74 ASPK VACUUM REGEN 3/74
Fem H 45.5 2.8 CARITHERS 75 SPEC C REGEN 7775
Fim 4.7 3.5 CHRISTE2 79 ASPK 12/79% _
Fém e e e e e e Ree = ’
Fi— AV 44,6 1.2 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTCR OF 1.0) |x]
Fi— STUDENT  44.6 1.4 AVERAGE USING STUDENTLO(H/L.11) —= SEE MAIN TEXT
F+- FIT 44,6 1.2 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0) 2/80%
COMMENTS
F+— N BENNETT 69 IS A REEVALUATION OF BENNETT2 68. 11/69
Feo BENNETT 69 USES MEASUREMENT OF (F+-)—(PHIF) OF ALFF-STEINBERGER 66. 2/71 and our current values of the charge asymmetry
Fam BENNETT 69 34,9+-10.0)+ 69%(DM-.545) DEG. FR=-49.94~5.4 DEG. 2/71
Fom BOHM 69 41.04-12.0)+479%(DM=.526) DEG. 2/71 . 0
Fem FAISSNER 69 ERROR ENLARGED TQ INCLUDE ERROR IN REGENERATOR PHASE. 11/69 parameter for leptonic Kp, decay § = (0.330+0.012)%

FAISSNER 69 (49.3+~7.4)+205%(DM-.555) DEG. FR==42.7+-5.0 DEG. 2/71

n
7
T
IPvoCeTMDOO

JENSEN 70 42.4+-4.0)4576%(DM-.538) DEG. 2/71 - : = +
Fem BALATS 71 39.0+-12.0)+198%(DM-.544) DEG. FR=-43.0+-4.0 DEG. 9/71 and the As AQ amplitude (Rex, Imx) (0.009 £ 0.020,
Fom CARNEGIE 72 1S INSENSITIVE TO DM. FR=-56,2+-5.2 DEG. 1/73
Fim GEWENIG2 74 49.4+-1.0)+565%(DM-.540) DEG. 3/74 -0.004 + 0.026) .
Fee CARITHER 75 45.5+4-2.8)+224%(DM-. 5348) DEG. FR=-40.9+-2.6 DEG. 11/75
FOO  PHASE OF ETA 00 (DEGREES) The superweak predictions are in agreement with
Foc FIRST QUADRANT PREFERRED  GOBBI 69 0SPK 11769
FOO € 51.0 30.0 CHOLLET 70 OSPK CU REG., 4 GAMMAS 10/70 - ;
FOO W 56  38.0 25.0 WOLFF 71 OSPK  CU REG.,4 GAMMAS 12/71 the data except for the measured value of ¢,,, which
FoC e e e e e
FNO AVG 43.3 19.2 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0) is two standard deviations above the prediction.
F(O STUDENT 43.3 20.7 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) ~~ SEE MAIN TEXT
F00 55.7 5.8 CHRISTEL 79 ASPK 12/79% , . .
FOO C CHOLLET 70 USES REGENERATOR PHASE FR=-46.5+-4.4 DEG. 1/73 This results primarily from the recent CHRISTENSONL
FLO W WOLFF 71  USES REGENERATOR PHASE FR=-48.2+=3.5 DEG. 1/73
F0O e e e e _ o
FCO FIT 54.5 5.3 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0) 2/80% 79 measurement d)oo = (55.7%5.8)
OF PHASE DIFFERENCE F0O — F#- (DEGREES)
OF & 7.6 18.0 BARBIELLI 73 ASPK 7773 References
OF C (12.6} (6.21 CHRISTEL 79 ASPK 2/80% B s
OF 8 INDEPENDENT OF REGENERATOR MECHANISM,0DM,AND LIFETIMES. L
DF C  NGT INDEPENDENT OF F+- AND FOO VALUES WHICH ARE INCLUDED IN FIT. 2/80% .
oF e e e e e e 1. L. Wolfenstein, Phys. Lett. 13, 562 (1964).
0F  FIT 9.8 5.4 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR UF 1.0) 2/80% -
2. T. D. Lee and L. Wolfenstein, Phys. Rev. 138B,
Superweak Model Predictions for ]noo/n+_|, (1)4__, and Ret 1490 (1965).

In terms of the parameters defined in the text,

1 . 2
Sec. VI B(d), the superweak model™ predicts that .

Neo/m,_| =1

l 2AmTS 13 X = (DS=~DQ AMPLITUDE)/(DS=+DGC AMPLITUDE)
= = tan —_— RELATED TEXT SECTION VI B.4
9] [0} an
+= 00 h ’
REX REAL PART OF X
REX € 152 0.06 0.18 0.44 BALDO-CE 65 HLBC K+ CHARGE EXCHNG 11/67
and REX 196 0.035 0.11 0.13 AUBERT 65 HLBC K+ CHARGE EXCHNG 11/67
2 1/2 REX F 109 -0.08 0.16 0.28 FRANZINI 65 HBC PBAR P 11767
2AmT REX 116 0.17 0.16 0.35 FELOMAN 67 OSPK PI-P TO KO LMBDA 11/67
. S REX N 335 (0.17) (0.10) HILL 67 DBC K+D YIELDS KOPP 11/67
Ree = T1+_ 1+ m,ﬁ . REX 8 (0.03)  (0.03) BENNETT1 68 CNTR 7/68
REX 121 0.09 0.07 0.09 JAMES 68 HBC PBAR P 5/69
REX B -0.020 0.025 BENNETT 69 CNTR CHAR ASVM‘ CU RE 10/69
REX 686 0.09 0.14 0.16 LITTENBER 69 0OSPK K+N TO KO 4/69
REX N 215 0.12 0.09 CHO 70 DBC keD 10 KopP 10770
The latter two expressions and the values of the REX U 222  (0.04) (0.07)  (0.08) BURGUN 71 HBC K+P TO KOPPI+ 2/72
10 REX 252 0.25 .07 +09 WEBBER 71 HBC K-=P TO KBAR N 10769
. REX U 410 0.06 0.06 BURGUN 72 HBC K+P TO KOPPI+ 1773
Kg - Ké mass difference Am = (0.5349 + 0.0022) X 10" “h REX 126 0.10 0.14  MANN 72 HBC K-P TO KOBAR N 9/72
1 10 REX G 342 (0.11) MANT SCH 72 0OSPK KE3 FROM KO LMB 2/72
- 0 ] —_ + - REX G 100 (0.10) {0.13) GRAHAM 72 0OSPK KMU3 FRCM KO LMB 2/72
sec ’ the KS mean 1lfe Tg - (0'8923 - 0'0022) x 10 REX G 442 0.09 GRAHAM 72 OSPK PI-P TO KO LMBDA 2/72
- - - REX 1757 0.044 FACKLER 73 0SPK KE3 FROM KO 9/73
0 + 0 +
sec, and the magnitude of the K’ -~ m /K. > T T REX 1367 0.07 HART 73 0SPK KE3 FROM KO LMB 2/74
I S 3 REX 1079 -0.070 0.036 MALLARY 73 0SPK KE3 FROM KO LM + 6/73
. . - REX 4724 0.04 0.03 NIEBERGA T4 ASPK K+P TO KOPPI+ T/74
amplitude ratio ’n l = (2.274+0.022) x10 7, all RE X 79 0.10 0.18 0.19 SMITH 75 WIRE  PI-P TO KO LMBDA 8/76
+= REX C BALDO-CE 65 GIVES X AND THETA.CONVERTED BY US TO REX AND IMX. 11767
- A : : : REX F FRANZINI 65 GIVES X AND THETA.FOR REX AND IMX SEE SCHMIDT 67. 11/67
from the current edition, result in the predictions 1 REX N CHO 70 1S ANALYSIS OF UNAMBIGUOUS EVENTS IN NEW DATA AND HILL 67. 13/70
REX U BURGUN 72 IS A FINAL RESULT WHICH INCLUDES BURGUN 71. 11773
REX B BENNETT 69 IS.A REANALYSIS OF BENNETT1 68. . 10/69
that REX G SECOND GRAHAM 72 VALUE IS FIRST GRAHAM 72 VALUE COMBINED WITH 2/72
REX G MANTSCH 72. 2/12
REX B
= = . = . REX AVG 0.009 0.020 AVERAGE (ERRGR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.
00 43.67 £0.14)°
+- REX STUDENT 0.008 0.017 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) -~ SEE NAIN TEXT
(SEE 1DEOGRAM BELOW )
and
-3
Rec = (1.645* 0.016) X 10 . .

Rev. Mod. Phys., Vol. 52, No. 2, Part 11, April 1980



S92

Stable

KO

Particle Data Group: Review of particle properties

Particles

WEIGHTED AVERAGE = 0.009 = 0.020

ERROR SCALED BY 1.4
- CHISQ
SSMITH 75 WIRE
‘NIEBERGR 74 ASPK 1.1
‘MALLARY 7?3 OSPK 4.8
“HART ?3 OSPK 0.3
FACKLER 73 OSPK 0.1
“BRAHAM 72 OSPK 0.4
“MANN 72 HBC 4.4
-BURGUN 72 HBC 0.1
‘WEBBER 71 HBC 9.1
CHO 70 DBC 1.5
‘LITTENBER 69 OSPK 0.3
CBENNETT 69 CNTR 1.3
SJRMES 68 HBC 1.0
-FELDMAN 67 OSPK
CFRANZINI 65 HBC
-AUBERT 65 HLBC 0.0
‘BALDO-CE 65 HLBC __
0.4 0.0 0.4 0.8 24.6
' : : ' (CONLEUY
REAL PART OF X (DELTA S = -DELTA Q@ AMP) =0.017)
IMX IMAGINARY PART OF X (ASSUMES M(KL)-M(KS) FGSIT]VC -- SEE S13D)
IMX C 152 ~0.44 0.32 0.15 BALDO-CE BC K+ CHARGE EXCHNG 3768
IMX 196 -0.21 Q.11 G.15 AUBERT 65 HLBC K+ CHARGE EXCHNG 3/68
IMX  F 109 +0.24 0.40 0.30 FRANZINI 65 HBC PBAR P 3/68
IMXx 116 0.0 0.25 FELDMAN 67 0SPK PI-P TO KO LMBDA 11/67
IMX N 335 (-0.20) (0.10) HILL 67 DBC K+D YIELDS KOPP 11/67
IMX 121 +0.22 0.37 0.29 JAMES 68 HBC PBAR P 5/69
IMX 686 -0.11 0.10 0.11 LITTENBER 69 OSPK K+N TO xOP 4/69
IMX N 215 -0.08 2.07 CHO | 70 DBC K+D TG KOPP 10/70
IMX U 222 (0.12) {0.08) {0.09) BURGUN 71 HBC K+P TO KOPPI+ 2772
IMX 252 0.0 .08 WEBBER 71 HBC K-P TO KBAR N 10/69
IMX U 410 0.07 0.06 0.07 BURGUN 72 HBC K+P TD KOPPI+ 1773
IMX 126 0.21 0415 0.12 MANN 72 HBC K-P TD KOBAR N 9/72
IMX G 342 (-0.04) (0.16) MANTSCH 72 0SPK KE3 FROM KO LMB 2/72
IMX G 100 (0.12) (0.17) (0.16) GRAHAM 72 OSPK KMU3 FROM K3 LMB 2/72
IMX G, 442 0. 05 0.13 GRAHAM 72 0SPK PI-P TD KO LMBDA 2/72
IMX 1757 -0.017 0.060 FACKLER 73 0OSPK KE3 FROM KO 9773
IMx 1367 0.09 0.07 HART 73 DSPK KE3 FROM KO LMB 2/74
IMXx 1079 0.107 0.092 0.074 MALLARY 73 0SPK KE3 FROM KO LM + 6/73
IMX 4724 -0.06 0.05 NIEBERGA 74 ASPK K+P TO KOPPI+ T/T74
IMX 75 -2.10 O.16 0.19 SMITH 75 WIRE PI-P TO KO LMBDA 8/76
IMX € BALDO-CE 65 GIVES X AND THETA.CONVERTED BY US TO REX AND IMX, 11767
IMX F FRANZINI 65 GIVES X AND THETA.FOR REX AND IMX SEE SCHMIDT 67. 11767
IMX N FINCTE 10 OF HILL 67 SHOULD READ +0.58, NOT —~0.58 (PRIV.COMM.). 3/68
IMX N CHO 70 IS ANALYSIS OF UNAMBIGUGUS EVENTS IN NEW DATA AND HILL 67. 10/70
IMX U BURGUN 72 IS A FINAL RESULT WHICH INCLUDES BURGUN 71. 11773
IMX G SECOND GRAHAM 72 VALUE IS FIRST GRAHAM 72 VALUE COMBINED WITH 2772
IMX G MANTSCH 72. 2/72
IMX .. .
IMX AVG —0.00“ 3.026 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOUR OF 1.1)
IMX STUDENT -0,005 0.027 —~ SEE MAIN TEXT
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CRAWF ORD
ASTIER
FITCH
G000
NEAGU
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ANP 5 156

PRL 2 361

AIX CONF 1 227
NC 22 1160
PR 124 1223
PRL 6 552
JETP 13 1138

PR 128 362
PL 3 57

PL 12 67
DUBNA 2 102
JETP 19 1019
JETP 19 42
PRL 13 138
DUBNA 2 146
PR 133 B 1276

JINR P 2488

PRL 14 475

PL 16 80
FELV.PH.AC.39 523
PL 18 175

PL 18 178

PL 17 59
LOWYS

NC 38 684
PR 140 B 74
ANL 7120 83
PRL 15 73

PR 140 B 127
PRL 14 383
ARGONNE CONF 49
ARGONNE CONF 67
PL 18 339

PL 21 585
SJNP 2 339
PRL 17 980
PR 14S 1052
PRL 14 192
NC  45A 733
BALATON CONF

PL 22 540
NC 45A 737
PL 23 277
PR 150 1148
PRL 17 942
PR 142 871
PL 23 702
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REFERENCES FOR KOL

M BARDON,K LANDFE,L LEDERMAN
CRAWFORD,CRESTI,D0UGLASS

(COLUMBLA+BNL)
(LRL)

2GOOD +

ASTIER yBLASKOVIC 4RIVET, STAUD +
V FITCHy P PIROUE,R PERKINS

GOOD yMATSEN, MULLER,PICCIUNI,POWELL +

(EPOL)

(PRINCETON)
(LRL)

NEAGU, GKONOV,PETROV4ROSANOVA, RUSAKOV (JINR)
NYAGUs GKCNGVy PET ROV, ROZ ANOV Ay RUSAKOV  (J INR)

CAMERINI, FRY, GAIDOS, BIRGE,ELY +

J DARMCNsA RGUSSET,J

R K ADAIR,L B LEIPUNME

ALEKSANYANALIKHANYAN, VARTAZARYAN+

SIX

R

(WISC+LRL)
(EPOL)

CYALE+BNL )

(EREVAN)

ALEKSANYAN+ (LEBEDEV+MOS ENG PHYS+EREVAN)
ANIKINA, ZHURAVLEVA+ (GEORG ACAC SCI+ DUBNA)
CHRISTENSON,CRONIN,FITCH, TURLAY (PRINCETON)
FUJITy JOVANGVICH, TURKOT+ (BNLyMARYLAND,MIT)
(BNL)

LUERS,MITTRA,WILLIS, YAMAMOTO

ANTKINA,VARDENGA, ZHURAVLEV A, KOTLY A+ (DUBNA)
ANDERSCNyCRAWFORD,GOLDEN,STERN + (LRL+WISC)
(CERN+ZURICH)

ASTBURY, FINCCCHI ARGy BEUSCH +

M PEPIN
ASTBURY;MICHELINI, BEU
ASTBURY ,MICHELINI s BEU

AUBERT y BEHR » CANAV AN, CHOUNET +

BALDO-CEOL INy CAL IMANT, C IAMPOLILLO +

SCH +
SCH +

(CERN+ZURICH)
(CERN+ZURICH)

(EPOL+ORSAY)

CHRISTENSON,CRONIN,FITCHs TURLAY
FISHER ;ABASHIAN,ABRAMS,CARPENTER+ (1
FITCHy ROTHy RUSSy VERNON

FRANZINIZKIRSCHs PLANO +

GALBRAITH, MANNING, JUNES +
+BARNES, FGELSCHE FERBEL ,FIRESTO+ (BNL+YALE)
H W K HOPKINS, BACONy EISLER
VI SHNEVSKY,GALANINA, SEMENOV +

(PADD)
(PRlNCFTUN )

(PRINCFTON)

(COLUMBIA+RUTGERS)
(AERE+BRIS+RFEL )

( VAND+RUTGERS)
(ITEP)

ALFF-STEINBERGER, HEUERy RUBBIA +
ANIKINA, VARDENGAs ZHURAVLEVA+
AUERBACH, MANNy MCFARL ANE, SCTULL T

AUERBACH ;DOBBS 4 LANDE , MANN, SCIULLI+
+LANDE, MANN, SCIULL I, UTO,WHITE, YOUNG
BALDO-CEOLIN,CALIMANI, CIAMPOLILLG+

BASTLE yCRONIN, THEVENET +

+BRISSON+BALDO-CEOLIN, AUBERT+

BELLOTTI,PULLIA,BALDOO-CEOLIN+
BOTT-BODENHAUSENsDE BOUARD, CASSEL+

(CERN)
(JINR)
(PENN)

(PENN)
(PENN)
(PACUA)

(SACLAY)

(PADD, EPOL)

{MILAN, PADUA)

(CERN)

CAMERINI sCLINE +ENGLI SH, FISCHBE IN+WISCONSIN
+CHOy ENGLER; FISK,HILL +
CARPENTER, ABASHAN, ABRAMS,FISHER

CHANG s BASSANO, KIKUCHI,DO0DD+

(CARNEGIE+BNL)
(ILLINCIS)
(SYRACUSE,BNL)

CRIEGEE
FIRESTON
FIRESTON
FUJIT

HAWKINS
AL SO

JOVANOVI
KULYUKIN
MEISNERL
MEISNER2
NEFKENS
VERHEY

BENNETT
BGTT-BOD
80TT-8BOD
ALSO
ALSO
CANT ER

CRONIN 1
CRONIN 2
DEBOUARD

DORF AN
FELDMAN
FIRESTON

HOPKINS
KADYK

KULYUKIN
LOWYS

MISCHKE
NE FKENS
TOOGROFF

ABRAMS
ARNGLD

BARTLETT

BASILE
BASILE2
BENNETT1
BENNETT2
BLANPIED
BUDA GOV
ALSO

CARNEGIE
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ALSC
KULYUKIN
KUNZ
MELHOP
THATCHER

BANNER
ALSO
ALSO

BEILLIER

BENNETT

BOTT—-BOD
CENCE
EVANS
FAISSNER
FOETH

GAILLARD
ALSO
GoBe 1l
LITTENBE
LONGO
PACIOTTI
SAAL

ALBROW
ARGNSON
BARMIN
BASILE
BUCHANAN
ALSO

BUDAGOV
ALS

CHIEN
ALS
ALSO

CHOLLET
CULLEN
DARRIULA
FAISSNER
JENSEN
ALSO

MARX
ALSO
SCRIBANO
SMITH
WEBBER
ALSO

BALATS
BARMIN
BISI
BURGUN
CARNEGIE

CHIEN
ALSO
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67
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68
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68
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68
68
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69
69
68

69
69
69
69
69

69
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69
69
69
69
69
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70
70
70
70

PRL 17 150
PRL 16 556
PRL 17 116
PRL 13 253

FUJIL 66 1S THE CORRECTED
238

PL 21
PR 156 1444

PRL 17 1075
BERKELEY 28
PRL 16 278
PRL 17 492
PL 19 706
PRL 17 669

PRL 19 993
PL 24B 194
PL  24B 438
PL 20 212
PL 23 277
THESIS

PRL 18 25

PRINC CONF(11/67)
NC 52A 662

PL 15 58

PRL 18 54

PR 169 1045

PRL 19 987
PR 155 1611
PRL 18 176
PR 164 1711
PR 156 1444
PRL 19 668

PRL 19 185

PRL 19 567
PREPR INT

PL 248 75

PRL 18 138

PR 157 1233
THESI S

PR 176 1603
PL 28B 56

PRL 21 558

PL 26B 542
PL 288 58
PL 27B 244
PL 278 248
PRL 21 1650
NC 57A 182
PL 28B 215

PRINC Tth THESIS
NP B8

PRL 21 257

JETP 26 20
THESIS (PU 46)

PR 172 1613

PR 174 1674

PR 188 2033
PRL 21 1103
PRL 21 1107
PL 308 202
PL  29B 317
NP B9 605

PL 278 321

CERN 69-7 329
PRL 22 1210
PRL 23 427

PL 308 204
PL 308 282

NC 59A 453

PRL 18 20

PRL 22 685

PRL 22 654

PR 181 1808

THES ISsUCRL 19446
THESIS

PL 33B 516
PRL 25 1057
PL 33B 377
PR D2 78

PL 338

Data Card Listings

For notation, see key at front of Listings.

+FOXy FRAUENFELDER s HANSONs MOSCA T+ (ILLINOIS)
FIRESTONEy) KIM,LACH,SANDWEISS+ {YALELBNL)
FIRESTONE y KIM; LACH, SANDWEI SS+ (YALE,s BNL)
FUJII, JOVANOVICH, TURKOT y ZORN { BNL+MARYLAND}
VALUE GIVEN BY JOVANOVICH+ 66

C J B HAWKINS (YALE)
C J B HAWKINS (YALE)

JOVANGVICHy FUJIIs TURKOT, ZORN + (BNL+UMD+MIT)
KULYUKINAy MESTVIRISHVILI,NEAGU,PETR+ (JINR)
G W MEISNER+B B CRAWFORD,F CRAWFORD {LRL)

G MEISNER,B CRAWFORD,F CRAWFORD (LRL)
NEFKENSyABASHIAN, ABRAMS ,CARPENTER+ [S1NN)
VERHEY s NEFKENSy ABASHIAN + (1)

BENNETT,NYGREN, SAAL, STEINBERGER +(COLUMBIA)
BOTT-BODENHAUSEN, DEBOUARD, CASSEL + (CERN)
BOTT-BODENHAUSEN,DEBOUARD, DEKKERS+ (CERN)
BOTT-BODENHAUSEN,DEBOUARD, CASSEL+ (CERN)
BOTT-BODENHAUSEN, DEBOUARD, CASS EL+ (CERN)
JeM. CANTER (CARNEGIE)

+KUNZ s RI SK,WHEELER (PRINCETON)
+KUNZ,RISKyWHEELER (PRI NCE TON)
DEBOUARD, DEKKERS y JORDAN,MERMOD + (CERN)
DE BOUARD,DEKKERS,SCHARFF+ (CERN+ORSA+MPIM)
DEVLINy SOLGMONy SHEPARDy BEALL + (PRIN+UMD)
SAYER,BEALL,DEVLIN,SHEPHARD+ (UMD+PPA+PRIN)

DORFANSENSTRCMy RAYMOND s SCHWART Z +(SLAC+LRL )

FELDMAN,FRANKEL yHIGHLAND, SLOAN (PENN)
FIRESTONE, KIMy LACHy SANDWEISS,+ ~ (YALE,BNL)
FITCH,ROTH,RUSS, VERNON (PRINCETON)
C J B HAWKINS (YALE)
HILLsLUERS s ROBINSON; CANTER+  (BNL, CARNECIE)
HOPKINS, BACON, EISLER (BNL)
KADYK yCHAN ;DRI JARDy OREN+SHELDON {LRL}
KULYUKINA+MESTVIRISHVILI+NEAGU + (JINR)
LOWY Sy AUBERT y CHOUNET y PASCAU D+ (EPOL,0ORSA)
MISCHKE,ABASHIAN,ABRAMS+ (ILLINCIS)
+ABASHIANy ABRAMS, CARPENTER s FISHER+ (ILL)
JOHN A TODOROFF (ILLINGIS)

+ABASHIANs MISCHKE, NEFKENS, SMITH+ (ILLINOCIS)
ARNOLD ;BUDAGOV sCUNDY , AUBERT+ (CERN+CRSAY )

S+H.ARGNSONy K.W.CHEN (PRINCETON)
S H ARONSONs R W CHEN (PRINCETON)
BALATZ,BEREZINsVISHNEVSKY.GALANINA+ (ITEP)
BARTLETT ;CARNEGIE, FITCH+ (PRINCETON)
BASILEs CROCNINy THEVENETs TURLAY + (SACLAY)

+CRONIN, THEVENET, TURLAY , ZYLBERAJCH+(SACLAY )
BENNETT,NYGREN, STEINBERGER+ (COLUMBIA+CERN)
BENNETT , NYGREN, STEINBERGER+ (COLUMBIA+CERN)
BLANPIED,LEVIT4ENGELS+ (CASE+HARV4MCGI)
BUDAGOV,BURMEISTER, CUNDY+ (CERN,ORSA, IPNP)
+CUNDY ¢ MYATT,NEZRICK+ (CERN;ORSA, EPOL)

R.K.CARNEGIE (PRINCETON)
F JAMES, H BRIAND (IPNP,CERN}
HELLAND, LONGOy YOUNG (UCLA, MICH)
KULYUKINA,MESTVIRISHVILI,NEAGU+ (JINR)
P F KUNZ (PRINCETON)
MELHOP MURTY BOWLES,BURNETT+ (LA JoLLa)
THATCHERyABASHIAN,ABRAMS,CARPENTER + (ILL)
+CRONIN,LIU,PILCHER (PRINCETON)
BANNER,CRONINsLIU,PILCHER (PRINCETON)
BANNER CRONIN,LIUyPILCHER (PRINCETON)
BEILLIERE,BOUTANG sLIMON (EPOL)
+NYGREN s SAAL  STEINBERGER+ (COLU, BNL)
+DARRIULAT s GROSS Uy KAFT ANOV + (CERN)
BOHM ,DARRIULAT,GROSSO,KAFTANOV (CERN)

BOTT-BODENHAUSEN,DE BOUARD, CASSEL+ (CERN)
CENCEyJONES,PETERSON  STENGER+  (HAWAI I, LRL)
EVANS s GOLDEN, MUIR, PEACH+ (EDINBURGH, CERN)
+FOETH, STAUDE, TITTEL+ (AACH,CERN, TCRI)
+HOLDERy RADERMACHER + (AACHEN,CERN, TORINO)

+GALBRAITH, HUSSRIy JANE+ (CERN,RHEL,AACHEN)
+KRIENEN,GALBRAITHs HUSSRI+ (CERN+RHEL+AACH)
+GREEN,HAKEL yMOFFETT ,ROSENTGOZ+ (ROCH+RUTG)
LITTENBERGy FIELDy P ICCIONI, MEHLHOP+ (uCsSoD)y
M J LONGU,K K YOUNGsJ A HELLAND (MXCH;UCLA]
M A PACIOTTI (L

H J SAAL (CGLUMEIA)
+ASTCNy BARBER,B‘IRD: ELLISON + {MCHS+DARE)
+EHRLICH,HOFER,JENSEN+ (EFI4ILLC,SLAC)

+BARYLON,BORISOV,BYSHEVA+ (ITEP, JINR)
+CRONIN, THEVENT , TURLAY, ZYLBERAJCH + (SACL)
+DRICKEYsRUDNICK s SHE PARD+ (SLAC,JHU,UCLA)

PRIVATE CCM“IUN!CATIDN: B. COX, FEB. 71

70

0 68

70

70
67

70
70
70
70
70
69

70
70
70
70
70
69

71
71
71
71
71
71

71
72

PR D2 815
PL  28B 215
PL 338 627

PR D1 3031
PRL 19 668

PL 31B 658
PL 32B 523
PL 33B 249
NC 70A 57
THESIS

PRL 23 615

PL 328
THES!S'NEVIS 179
PL 328 224

PL 328 133

PR D1 1967

UCRL 19226 THESIS

SJUNP 13 53

PL 35B 604

PL 36B 533

LNC 2 1169

PR D&

LBL- 350 THESIS

PL 358 261
CALLY

+CUNDY 4MYATT,NEZRICK+ (CERNs ORSA,EFOL)
+CUNDY sMYATT ,NEZRICK+ (CE RN, ORSA, EPOL)
C-Y.CHIEN,COX,ETTLINGER + (JHU+SLAC+UCLA)

C PRIVATE COMMUNICATION, B. COX, FEB. 71

+DRALLE,CANTERsENGLE Ry FISK+ (CARN, BNL, CASE)
HILL LUERS yROBINSONy SAKITT + {BNL s CARN)

+GATLLARD » JANE sRATCLIFFE,REPELLIN + (CERN)
+DARRIULAT,DEUTSCHsFOETH + (AACH,CERN, TORI)
+FERRERO+GROSSO, HOLDER + (AACH, CERN, TCRI1)
+REITHLER THOME , GAILLARD+ (AACH,CERN,RHEL)
D.A. JENSEN (EFI)
JENSENJARONSGN+EHRLICH,, FRYBERGER+ (EFI, ILL)

+NYGREN, PEOPLES, STEINBERGE+ (COLU, HARV,, CERN )

JAY MARX (COLUMBIA)
+MANNELLIy PIERAZZINI,MARX+ (PISA,COLU,HARV)
+WANG s WHATLE Y s ZORNsHORNBOSTEL (UMD, BNL)
+SOLMIT Zy CRAWFORDy ALSTON-GARNJOST (LRL)
B R WEBBER (LRL)
+BEREZINSVISHNEVSKII» GALANINA+ (1TEP)
+BARYLOV,VESELOVSKY,DAVIDENKO+ (ITEP)
+DARRIULAT, FERREROyRUBBIA+ (AACH,CERN, TORI)
+LESQUOY,MULLER, PAULT+ (SACL+CERN+CSLO)
+CESTERy FITCHy STROVINKy SULAK (PRIN)
J.HIONG-SING CHAN (suL)
+COXy ETTLINGERsRESVANIS+ (JHU,ySLAC,UCLA)
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Data Card Listings Stable Particles
For notation, see key at front of Listings. K?, D*

CHO 71 PR D3 1557 +DRALL Ey CANT ERy ENGLERy FISK+ (CARNyBNLyCASE) PAPERS NOT REFERRED TO.IN DATA CARDS

CLARK 71 PRL 26 1667 +ELTOFF yF1ELD, FRISCH, JOHNS ONg K ERTH+ R :
ALSO 70 UCRL 19799~THESIS ROLLAND JOHNSGN [SCH Mo KERT (“[RH ALEXANDE 62 PRL 9 69 G ALEXANDER,S ALMEIDA,F CRAWFORD (LRL)
ALSO 71 UCRL 20264-THESIS HENRY FRISCH (LRL) JOVANOVI 63 BNL CONF 42 JOVANOVIC, FISCHER, BURRIS +  (BNL*MARYLAND)
ALSD 74 SLAC-PUB-1498 R.C.FIELD (SLAC) STERN 64 PRL 12 459 STERN,BINFORD,LIND, ANDERSON +  (WISC+LRL)
BEHR 65 ARGONNE CONF 59  BEHR ,ERISSON,BELLOTTI+ (EPOL,MILA,PADO)
ENSTROM 71 PR D4 2629 +AKAVI A, COOMBES s DORFANS (SLAC, STAN) MESTVIRI 65 JINR P 2449 MESTVIRISHVILI,NYAGU,PETROV,RUSAKOV+ (JINR)
ALSO 70 THESIS (SLAC 125) J E ENSTROM (STANFORD) TRILLING 65 UCRL 16473 CEORGE H QRILLING (LRL)
HILL 71 PR D4 T +SAKITT ,SKJEGGESTAD, CANTER+ (BNL, CARNy CASE) UPDATED 'FROM 1965 ARGONNE CONF., PAGE 115.
JAMES 71 PL 358 265 +MONTANE T, PAUL , PAULT + (CERN+SACL+0SLO) .
MEISNER 71 PR D3 59 +MANN, HERT ZBACH, KOFLER +  (MASA*BNL+YALE) GINSBERG 6T PR 162 1570 EDNARD S LN SBERe rcEr (e HASS DosTon)
PEACH 71 PL 3% 351 +EVANS sMUI R, BUDAGOV, HOPKINS#+  (EDIN, CERN) RUBGTAS “67 PL = 248 = 931 C-RUBBIA, J.STEINBERGE (CERN+CCLLY
ALSO 1 66 PL 20 207 ALFF~STEINBERGER,HEUER, KLEINKNECHT+  (CERN)
REPELLIN 71 PL 368 603 +WOLFF,CHOLLET,GAILLARDsJANE+  (ORSAsCERN) ALSD 2 66 PL 21 595 ALFF-STEINBERGER s HEUER , KLEINKNECHT+  (CERN)
WEBBER 71 PR D3 64 +SOLMITZ ,CRAWFORD yALSTON-GARNJOST (LRL) ALSO 3 66 PL 23, 16T C-RUBDIA13-STEINBERGER R o)
ALSO 68 PRL 21 498 WEBBER,SDL‘HTZ.CRAWFORD'ALSTONGARNJOST(LRL) SCHMIDT 67 NEVIS 160(THESIS) P. SCHMIDT («c !
ALSO 69 UCRL 19266-THESIS B R WEBBER
CRONIN 68 VIENNA CONF P.281 CRONIN,RAPPORTEURS TALK (PRINCETON)
WOLFF 71 PL 368 517 +CHOLLET ;REPELLIN,GATLLARD+ (0RsAL CERNY CRONIN . 88 yiewna con R I P e eI
ALBROW 72 NP B44 1 +ASTON,BARBER,BIRD,ELLISON+ (MCHS+DARE) CINSBERG 70 PR D1 229 R UD VIALLE LT e,
ASHFORD 72 PL 388 47 +BROWNs MAS EKy MAUNGy MILL ERyRUDERMAN+  (UCSD ) HEUSSE A4 A R T IR TON)
BANNER1 72 PRL 28 1597 +CRONIN,HOFFMANy KNAPP, SHOCHET ~ (PRINCETON) GINSBERG 73 PR D8 388 T NeREenT (oeRT
BANNER2 72 PRL 29 237 +CRONIN, HDFFMAN,KNAPP y SHOCHET ~ (PRINCE TON) KLEINKNE 76 ARNS 261 Ko KLEINK )
BARMINL 72 SJUNP 15 636 +DAVIDENKO, DEMIDOV ¢ DOLGCLENKO+ (1TEP) .
BARMINZ 72 SINP 15 638 +BARYLOV,DAVIDENKO,DEMIDOV+ (1TEP) i,
BURGUN 72 NP B50 194 +LESQUCYs MULLER, PAUL I, +  (SACL+CERN+OSLO) '
CARNEGIE 72 PR D6 2335 +CESTERsFITCH, STROVINKs SULAK  (PRINCETON) . sy
DALLY 72 PL 418 647 +INNOCENTI SEPPI,CHIEN, COX+ (SLAC+JHU+UCLA) D 31 CHARGED Dil86dsdPs0=} " Ivi/2
ALSO 70 CHIEN | —
ALSC 71 CHIEN =
GRAHAM 72 NC 9A 166 +ABASHIAN, JONES, MANT SCH , ORR+ CILL+NEAS)
HCLDER 72 PL 408 141 +RADERMACHER » STAUDE+ (AACH+CERN+TCRI ) 31 CHARGED D MASS (MEV)
JAMES T2 NP B49 1 +MONTANET, PAUL , SAETRE+ (CERN+SACL+0SLO)
KRENZ 72 LNC 4 213 +HOPKINS,E VANS sMUIR,PEACH  (AACH+CERN+EDIN) ML 5061876.) t13.) PERUZZI 76 SMAG += KoeFls=ple= AL
’ ML (1874.) (5.1 GOLDHABER 77 SMAG +- DO,D+ RECOIL SPC 12/77
MANN 72 PR D6 137 +KOFLERsMEISNER, HERT ZBACH+  (MASA+BNL+Y ALE) Moo 1568.3 R D RULLY T ShAG I Eibn 3 TTORy G Tt
MANTSCH 72 NC 9A 160 +ABASHIAN, GRAHAM, JONE S s ORR* (ILL+NEAS) o AR iRet errORS NOT AvESaoEd <03y 4.
METCALF 72 PL 408 703 +NEUHOF ERy NTEBER GALL + (CERN+IPN+WIEN) VALUES WITH L ERAGED.
NEUHOFER 72 PL 418 642 INIEDERGALLREGLERISTIERS  (CERNIORSASVIEN] M P ERROR DOES NOT INCLUDE 0.13 PERCENT UNCERTAINTY IN THE ABSOLUTE 3/78
PICCICNI 72 PRL 29 1412 +COOMB ES» DONALDSON; DORF ANy FRYBERGER+ ( SLAC) M P SPEAR ENERGY CALIBRATION. USE$ M(PSI)=3095 MEV. 2/78
ALSO 74 PR D9 2939 PICCIONI yDONALDSON + (SLAC+UCSC+COLO)
VCSBURGH 72 PR D6 1834 +DEVLIN,ESTERLING ;GOZ yBRYMAN +  (RUTGMASA)
ALSC 71 PRL 26 866 VOSBURGHs DEVL INy ESTERL ING, GOZ + (RUTG,MASA) 31 (D4} - (DO) MASS DIFFERENCE (MEV)
ALBROW 73 NP B58 22 +ASTON, BARBER, BIRDy ELLT SON+ (MCHS+DARE )
AL EXANDE 73 NP B65 301 ALEXANDER ¢+ BENARY 3 BOROW I TZy LAND E+ (T ELA+HEID) oM P 3 PRz T ASeAC ¢~ E+E- 3.77CEV ECM 3/78
ANIKINA 73 P1-T539 COM.JINR +BALASHOV,BANNIK + (JINR) oM P NOT ‘NDEPE"DENT OF peRuzzt 77 bs AND DO MASSES. 3/78
BARGIELL 73 PL 438 529 BARBIELL INT, DARR IULAT, FAINBERG + (CERN)
BRANDENB 73 PR D8 1978 BRANDENBURG s JOHNSON, LEI TH, LOOS + sty |
CARITHER 73 PRL 31 1025 CARITHERS, NYGREN, GORDON+  (COLU+BNL+CERN] _
ALSO 73 PRL 30 1336 CARI THERS  MODIS  NYGRENs PUN+ (COLU+CERN#NYU ) 31 CHARGED D MEAN LIFE  (UNITS 10%*-13 SEC)
EVANS 73 PR 07 36 +MUIR, PEACH, BUDAGOV+ (EDINBURGH*CERN)
T 8. GR LESS CL=.90 ARMENISE 79 HYBR NEU P —->DIMUONS +  1/80%
ALSC 69 PRL 23 427 EVANS , GOLDEN, MUIR, PEACH+  (EDINBURGH+CERN) I L SE2 175 BALLAGH 80 HYBR NEU b ——SDILEPTON + 2/50%
FACKLER 73 PRL 31 847 +FRISCH, MART IN, SMOOT, SOMPAYRAC (MIT) e
FITCH 73 PRL 31 1524 +HEPP, JENSEN, STROVINK , WEBB (PRINCETON) -
ALSD 72 C00-3072-13 R.C.HEBB (THESIS) (PRINCETON)
HART 73 NP B66 317 +HUTTON, FIELD, SHARP, BLACKMORE+  (CAVE+RHEL ) 31 CHARGED D WIDTH FROM MASS SPECTRUM (MEV)
MALLARY 73 PR D7 1953 +BINNIE,GALLIVAN,GOMEZ ¢ PECK,SCIULLI + (CIT)
ALSO 70 PRL 25 1214 SCIULL Iy GALL IVANy BINNIE, GOMEZ + (cIm WP 50 40. ORI =0 PERUZZL 76 SMAG &= K=tPLi=Pl+e L1444
WP 7. oR PERUZZI 77 SMAG +- E+E- 3.T7GEV ECM 3/78
MCCARTHY 73 PR D7 687 +BREWER , BUDNITZy ENTI SyGRAVEN, MILLER®  (LBL) N b PERUZZI WIOTHG ARE CONSISTENT WITH THEIR EXPERIMENTAL RESOLUTION. 1777
ALSO 72 PL 428 291 MCCARTHY 4 BREWER, BUDNIT Zy ENTIS , GRAVEN+ (LBL ) R e
ALSO 71 THESIS LBL-550  R.L.MCCARTHY (LBL) -
VESSNER 73 PRL 30 876 +MORSE, NAUENBERGy HITLIN + (COLO+SLAC+UCSC) -
PEACH 73 PL 438 441 +EVANS ;MUIR , HOPKINS, KRENZ (EDIN+CERN+AACH) 31 EVIDENCE FOR HEAK OECAY OF D
SANDWEIS 73 PRL 30 1302 +SUNDERLANDy TURNER s WILL ISy KELLER (YALE+ANL) " 70 - wiss 76 171
WILLIAMS 73 PRL 31 1521 +LARSEN, LEIPUNER, SAPP,SESSOMS+  (BNL4YALE) b B S 76, USING A SAMPLE OF ABONT 70 Di- ~O> Ket PIe= PLee A
, 3 WK EVENTS WHICH INCLUDE THE PERUZZI 76 EVENTS, FINDS THAT THIS FINAL  1/77
ACBRECHT T4 DL 488 393 A L Nt BUDAPEST+PRAGUELSERPUKHSOTIA WK STATE IS INCOMPATIBLE WITH NATURAL SPIN AND PARITY. THE NATURAL 1777
SOBISUT 74 LNC 11 646 AHUZITASMATIIOLT »PUGLIERIN {PAGO) WK SPIN PARITY FINAL STATE IN DO --> K- PI+ (GOLOHABER 76) INDICATES  1/77
DCNALDSL 74 PRC 33 oae DONALDSON. HITLIN KENNEC LY \KIRKBY +  (SLAC) WK PARITY VIOLATION IN THE D+- AND DO DECAYS IF BOTH ARE MEMBERS OF 1777
hLS0 74 DONALDSON 3 ' ' ' WK THE SAME 1SOMULTIPLET AS SUGGESTED BY THEIR SIMILAR MASSES. 1777
ALS0 76 DONALDSCN WK THIS SUGGESTS A WEAK DECAY AND CONSEQUENTLY A NARROW WIDTH OF ORDER 1/77
DONALDS2 74 PR D9 2960 DONALDSCNFRYBERGER, HITLINs LIU+ (SLAC+UCSC) WK 10%#13 SEC~1 OR 10%*-6 MEV. e
ALSO 73 PRL 31 337 OONALDSON,FRYBERGER,HITLIN,LIU+ (SLaC+ucsc) -
DUNALDS3 74 SLAC 184-THESIS — GREGORY J. DONALDSON (SLAC) - -
ALSG 76 DONALDSON 31 CHARGED D PARTIAL DECAY MODES
GEWENIG1 74 PL 48B 483 GEWENIGER,GJESDAL, KAMAE , PRESS ER+ ( CERN+HEID) DECAY MASSES
ALSO 74 CERN INT. REPT.  VERA LUTH (THESIS-INT. REPT. 74-4)  (HEID) 1 v INTO K- PIe Ple PR+
GEWENIG2 74 PL 488 487 GEWENIGER, GJESDALy PRESSER + (CERN+HEID) n D N K st ors DOEIEE
ALSO 74 PL 528 119 GJESDAL, PRESSER, STEFFEN + (CERN+HEID) 4 D I A o Taer 19s 139
GEWENIG3 74 PL 528 108 GEWENIGER  GJESDA Ly PRE SSER + (CERN+HEID) 54 PRV S A ST
GJESDAL 74 PL 528 113 +PRESS ERy KAMAE, STEFFEN+ (CERN+HEID) b Dy INTO RPIs Ky KL L35 w93 v
MESSNER 74 PRL 33 1458 +FRANKLINy MGRSE, NAUENBERG+ (COLO+SLAC+UCSC) e g: m;g e rHinG A
NIEGERGA 74 PL 498 103 NIEBERGALL,REGLER, STIER + (CERN+ORSA+VIEN) 44 M AW
WANG 74 PR D9 540 +SMITH ,WHATLEY , ZOP.Ny HOR NBOSTEL (UMD+BNL) b D N Kosar a NG
WILLIAMS 74 PRL 33 240 +LARSEN, LE IPUNERy SAPP, SESSOMS + (BNL+YALE) S P G N
W0 74 LNC 10 38 +BUCHANAN ; PEPPER (ucLA)
PI1 D+ INTO K#(892)0BAR PI+ 1314+ 139
BALDOCED 75 NC 25A 688 BALDO-CEOLIN, BOBISUTCALIMANI+ (PADO+WISC)
BLUMENTH 75 PRL 34 164 BLUMENTHAL ,FRANKEL yNAGY + (PENN+CHIC+TEMP) D= MODES ARE CHARGE CONJUGATES OF ‘THE ABOVE MOGES
BUCHANAN 75 PR D11 457 +DRICKEY, PEPPER, RUDNICK +  (UCLA+SLAC+oHU) |
CARITHER 75 PRL 34 1244 CARI THERS 5 MODI Sy NYGREN, PUN + (COLU+NYU)
SMITH 75 UCSD THESIS-UNPUB JAMES G. SMITH (ucsD) . 31 CHARGED D BRANCHING RATIOS
BIRJLEV 76 SJINP 24, 178 +VESTERGOMBI y VOVENKO  VOTRUBA, G ENCHEV+ (J INR) ) :
CCCHBES 76 PRL 37 249 +FLEXER yHALL, KENNELL Yy KIRKBY +  ( STAN+NYU) 1R D+ INTO (K- PI+ Z‘l‘n’ém“'- PERUZZI 77 SMAG ‘“LE_ 3.77GEV ECM 12777
DCNALDSQ 76 PR D14 2839 DONALDSONyHITLIN,KENNELLY s KIRK BY, L IU+(SLAC) R1 & 0.039 . .
ALSO 74 SLAC 184-THESIS GREGORY J. CONALDSON (SLAC)
FUKJSHIM 76 PRL 36 348 FUKUSHIMA, JENSENy SURKO, THALER+  (PRIN+MASA) &2 Dy INTO (KOBAR ol feoTAL PERUZZI 7T SMAG P2 e 3.776EV ECM 12777
GJESDAL 76 NP 8109 118 +KAMAE , PRE SSER, STEFFEN + (CERN+HEID) g .
Y Lo 16 PROL3 1161 +CENCE ; JONESy PARKER + (NDAMFHAWA+LBL) . D+ INTO (KOBAR Fle) /(K PIs PLt) h217(P1)
: R3 P .45 OR LESS CL=.90 PICCOLO 77 SMAG +- E+E- 4.02GEV ECM 12/77
cHo 77 PR D15 587 +DERRICKy L ISSAUER, MILLER, ENGLER+ (ANL+CARN) R3 P OBTAINED FROM SIGMAXBR VALUES OF TABLE I. 12/t
CL“\:LSD ;'; t;LDizsgsrzHgsxs Eizgég{“gf‘;f‘y'JOHNSDN‘KERW'SAH'SHEN (“[BB',:,’ R4 D+ INTO (PI+ PI+ PI-)/(K~ PI+ PI+) (P3)/7(P1)
DEVOE 77 PR D16 565 +CRONIN,FRISCHy GROSS O-P TLCHER+  (EFT+ANL ) R P aTarnen Cron s s s oA Oes G CSaele (T SMAG ¥m EsE- 4.03GEV ECH 12777
DZHORDZH 77 SJINP 26 478 DZHORDZHADZE , KEKEL IDZE yKRIVOKHIZHIN® (JINR) .
PEACH 77 NP B127 399 +CAMERON + (BGNA+EDIN+GL AS+P ISA+RHEL ) as Dr INTO (PLe ke ko) /- Pie pie) (har/PL)
RS P OR LESS CL=.90 PICCOLO 77 SMAG +- E+E- 4.03GEV ECM 12/77
ENGLER 78 PR D18 623 +KEY ES, KRAEMERy TANAK A, CHO+ (CARN+ANL)
HILL 78 PL 738 483 +SAKITT, SNAPE, STEVENS+ (BNL+SLAC+S BER) RS 7 OBTAINED FRON SIGNARDR VALUES DF TABLE 1. 12711
CHRISTEL 79 PRL 43 1209 CHRISTENSGN ; GOLOMAN , HUMMEL , ROT H+ (NYU)
CHRISTEZ2 79 PRL 43 1212 - CHRISTENSCN, GOLD MA N, HUMMEL 5 ROT H+ (NYU) Re D* INTO (K PIv Eés;“g: P PIe ) cole 77 SHAG o et oaGev oM 12777
HILL 79 NP B153 39 +SAKITT, SNAPE, STEVENS+ (BNL+SLAG+SBER) e BTAINED FROMRSXGMMBR VALUES OF TABLE 1 . 15707
SCHAIDT 79 PRL 43 556 +BLATT , CAMPBELLy GRANNAN + CYALE+BNL ) .
SHOCHET 75 PR D19 1965 +LINSAY,GROSSO-PILCHER s FRISCH+ (EFT+ANL)
ALSO 77 PRL 39 59 SHOCHET,L INSAY ,GROSSO=-PILCHERy +  (EFI+ANL] RT O+ INTO E+ NUE)/(D+ INTO £+ ANYTHING + DO INTQ E+ ANYTHING)
R7 0.10 OR LESS CL=.90  BRANDELIK 77 DASP E+E- 3.99-4.08 GEV 12/77
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S94 Particle Data Group: Review of particle properties

Stable Particles Data Card Listings
D*, DY F* For notation, see key at front of Listings.

R8 D+ AND DO INTO (E+ ANYTHING)/(TOTAL D+ AND DO) L P2 P 3 P S L
R8 0.10 0.03 BRANDELIK 77 DASP E+E- 3.99-4.08 GEV  1/78 P 1 .0184+-.C049
R8 0.072 0.028 FELLER 78 SMAG E+E- 3.772 GEV ECM  2/78 P2 -3052  ,0350+-.0092
RS B (0.11)  (0.02) BACINO 78 DLCO E+E- 3.772 GEV ECM  3/78 P 3 .2891 L0883  .0438+-.0111
R8 B 0.08 0.015 BACING 79 DLCQ E+E- 3.772 GEV ECM 12/79% P 5 -5034 -1537 -1456 . 0006+-.0003
R8 B BACINO 79 REPLACES BACING 78. : 12779 [ 3 7062 L2156 L2042 ©3555 .0021+-.0008
R8 e s o e e e e a
RS AVG 0.082  0.012 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.00 | ____ o
Re STUDENT  0.082  0.015  AVERAGE USING STUGENTIO(N/I.11) —~ SEE MAIN TEXT
3 L NCHING RATIO
R D+ INTC (K- ANYTHING) (p8) 1/79% 2 NEUTRAL D BRANCHI T1os
RO 3 0.10 0.07 VUILLEMIN 78 SMAG E+E- 3.772 GEV ECM  1/79% /1 05 INTO (Ko ,,“”m““_ .
. . MA ~ 3.776E Mo12/77
RLO O+ INTO (KIEAR ANYTHING) (P91 e | R 130 0.022  0.006 PERUZZI 77 SMAG  E+E- 3.77GEV ECM 12/
R10 0.39 0.2 VUILLEMIN 78 SMAG E+E- 3.772 GEV. £CM  1/79% RLFIT T0.0184  0.0049 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
R11 D+ INTO (K+ ANYTHING) /TOTAL (P10)
R2 DO INTO (K- PI+ PI+ PI-)/TOTAL (P2)
RIL 2 0.06 0.06 VUILLEMIN 78 SMAG E+E- 3.772 GEV ECM  1/79% R SN0 ST et PERUZZI 77 SMAG  CbeE- 3.77GEV ECM 12/77
R2 I
R12 D+ INTO (K*(892)0BAR PI+)/TOTAL (P11) N CTOR OF 1.
e N 44 ORIJARD 79 SFM  + 5 p.EcMes3 GEV  7/79% Rz FIT 0.0350  0.0092 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.01
e . . /3 DO INTO (KABAR PLv PI-)/TOTAL (p3)
AR * * HHEARRRAE AR A IR R3 0.040  0.013 PERUZZI  T7 SMAG  E+E- 3.77GEV ECM 12/77
R3 . .
REFERENCES FOR CHARGED D R3  FIT T0.044 ~ 0.011 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTGR OF 1.0)
GOLDHABE 76 PRL 37 255 GOLDHABER s PI ERRE 5 ABRAMS y AL A+ (LBL+SLAC) - Cy/tk- PI+ (P21 /(P
PERUZZI 76 PRL 37 569 +P1CCOLO,FELDMAN, NGUYEN ,WI S5+ (SLAC+(BLI Ré | DOINTO (K= PLv PIb PI-MUK- PIZ) 00 77 sMac | everd 63,6 e16cH 12777
WISS 76 PRL 37 1531 +GOLDHABERy ABRAMS s ALAM; BOYARSK I+ (LBL+SLAC) R4 P THIS CHANNEL DC\M!NATED BY K- PI+ RHOO (85+-15 PERCENTI. 12717
R4 P K¥ PI+ PI~ AND K- A2+ CONSISTENT WITH 0, K% RHCO FRAC IS 0.1+-0.1 . 12/77
BRANDELI 77 PL 708 387 BRANDELIK + (AACH# DESY+HAMB+MPI tt+ TOKY) e AR R
GOLOHABE 77 PL 698 50 GOLDHABER yWISS s ABRAMS , ALAN + (LBL+SLAC) . . FROM FI RROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR GF 1.0}
PERUZZI 77 PRL 39 1301 +PICCOLO,FELDMAN+ (SLAC+LBL+NHE S+HAWA ) R4 FIT 1.9t 0.59  FROM FIT (E IneLuD F !
PICCOLO 77 PL 708 260 +PERUZZIy LUTHy NGUYENy WISSy ABRAMS+(SLAC+LBL) RS DO INTC (KOBAR PI+ PI-1/{K- PI+) (P3)7(pP1)
. . P Q77 sMAG VE-4.03,4.41ECH 12/77
BACING 78 PRL 42 671 +BAUMGAR TEN, BIRKWOOD + (SLAC+UCLA+UCI) RS e s Lo 1ccola 77 s E+E 14, 41ECH 1
FELLER 78 PRL 40 274 +LITKE yMADARAS ;RONAN+  (LBL+SLACHNWES +HAWA ) 2030 4 FROM FIT (ERRCR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
VUILLEMI 78 PRL 41 1149 VUTLLEMIN, FELOMAN +  (LBL+SLAC+NHES+HAWA) RS FIT 239 0.7 FIT INcLu
. )/ (K- P 1
ARMENISE 79 PL 868 115 +ERRIQUE 2+ { BARTTCERNSEPCLEMILATORSA) Re B Iy Ok LESS Citloo  prccoLo 77 smas || B 4.03 GevecH 12/77
BACINO 79 PRL 43 1073 +FER GUS ONy NODULM AN+ (UCLA+SLAC+UCI+STON) Re 0.033  0.015 ABRAMS 79 SMK2  E<E- 3.77GEV ECM 12/70%
DRIJARD 79 PL 818 250 +FISCHERsGELST+ (CERN+CDEF+HEID+KARL ) re LLooRE s el
BALLAGH 80 PL 898 423 +B INGHAM, FRE TTER+ (LBL+FNAL+HAWA+WASH+WISC) &e Fir 0.053  * 5.0615 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
REVIEWS R7 00 INTO (K+ K—) /(K- PI+) (PT1/(P1)
. E = - . 3 M
EARBAROG 78 LBL-8537 A.BARBARO-GALTIERT (ERICE 1978) (LBL) x4 EOCHIRA LA vt S ot M R4 4 T S LA
WOJCICKI 78 SLAC-PUB-2232 S.WOJCICKI (SLAC SUMMER INST.1978)  (SLAC) 34 Ve e
KIRKBY 79 SLAC-PUB-2419 J+KIRKBY {LEPTCN CONF. BATAVIA 1979) (SLAC) R7TFIT 0.113 0.030 FROM FIT (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0}
ok Sk RoRoR ook % *: Hok dk R K XA R K
M R8 DO INTO (K+ PI~ VIA DOBAR)/(K- P1+ + K+ PI-) (P6) /(P1+P6)
FHKFHK HEEREXRAK K oo e ok o kokolokok ok ook & RS THIS IS THE DO-DOBAR MIXING LIMIT
R8 0.16 OR LESS CL=.90 FELOMAN 77 SMAG D%+ TO DO PI+ 3777
. =. o M 2
m 32 NEUTRAL D(1863,0p=0-1 1-1/2 R8 0.18 OR LESS CL=.90  GOLOHABER 77 SMAG 12777
&9 DO INTD (K= PI+ PIO)/TOTAL (P8)
- RY 7 0.2 0.06 SCHARRE 78 SMAG-  E+E- 3.77 GEV 1778
32, HEUTRAL D MASS (MEV) RI0 DO INTO (KOBAR PIO)/TOTAL (P9)
ML 234(1865.) (15.) GOLDHABER 76 SMAG K PI AND K 3P1 1/77 k10 0-06 OR'LESS CL=.90  SCHARRE 78 SMAG  E+E- 3.77 GEV vre
" 1863, 3. COLDMABER T7 SMAG D0, D+ RECOIL SPC 12/77 R11 DO INTO (K- ANYTHING + K+ ANYTHING)/TOTAL (P114P12)
meoor 1863.3 0.9 PERUZZI 77 SMAG  E+E- 3.77GEV ECM 12/77 R11 19 0.35 0.10 VUILLEMIN 78 SMAG E+E- 3.772 GEV ECM  1/79%
ML (186841 (11.) PICCOLA 77 SMAG  E+E-4.03,4.41ECM 1/78
ML 64(1850.) (15.) CALTAY 78 HBC NEU NUCL,KOPIPI  1/79% 212 DO INTO (KOEAR ANYTHING)/TOTAL (P13)
" 94 185. 6- ATI 79 SPEC GAMMA P==>D0 DOBAR ~12/79% R12 6 0.57 0. VUILLEMIN 78 SMAG E+E- 3.772 GEV ECM  1/79%
M 1 1866. 8. ADAMOVICH 80 CHUL GAMMA NUC-oSDOBAR + 3780w
M L VALUES WITH LARGE ERRORS NOT AVERAGED.
M P ERROR DOES NOT INCLUDE 0.13 PERCENT UNCERTAINTY IN THE ABSOLUTE 3/78 kA e Aok k %
M P SPEAR ENERGY CALIBRATION. USES M(PSI)=3095 MEV. 3/78
4 e e e e . REFERENCES FOR NEUTRAL O
M AvG 1863.12 0.85  AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
M STUDENT18€3.15 0.92  AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) ~- SEE MAIN TEXT GOLDHABE 76 PRL 37 255 GOLDHABER, P1ERREs ABRAMS ¢ ALAM+ (LBL+SLAC)
) FELOMAN 77 PRL 38 1313 +PERUZZI,PICCOLO,ABRAMS ,ALAM +  (SLAC+LBL)
—————— —_ - SE— ————— SO ——— GOLGCHABE 77 PL 69B 503 GOLDHABER, WISS; ABRAMS, ALAM + (LBL+SLAC)
PERUZZI 77 PRL 39 1301 +P1CCOLO,FELDMAN+ (SLAC+L BL+NWES +HAWA )
32 NEUTRAL O MEAN LIFE  (UNITS 10%%-13 SEC) PICCOLO 77 PL 708 260 +PERUZZ 1+ LUTH,NGUYEN , W1 SS JABRAMS+ ( SLAC+LBL)
T 8.0 CR LESS CL=.90 ARMENISE 79 HYBR NEU P —->DIMUGNS +  1/80% BALTAY 78 PRL 41 73 +CAROUMBAL 1S, FRENCH yHIBBS s HY LT ON+ (COLU+ENL )
7 L (0.226) ADAMOVICH 80 EMUL GAMMA NUC-->DOBAR + 2/80% SCHARRE 78 PRL 40 T4 +BARBARG-GALTIERT + (SLAC+LBL+NWES+HAWA)
T 2 3.5 3.5 1.7  BALLAGH 80 HYBR NEU P-—>DILEPTON + . 2/80% VUILLEMI 78 PRL 41 1149 VUILLEMIN,FELDMAN + (LBL+SL AC+NWES+HAWA)
___________________________________________________________________ ABRAMS 79 PRL 43 481 +ALAM, BLOCKERy BOYARSK I+ (SLAC+LBL)
ARMENISE 79 PL 86B 115 +ERRIQUEZ+ (BARI+CERN+EP OL+MILA+OKSA)
32 NEUTRAL D WIDTH FRGOM MASS SPECTRUM (MEV) ATIYA 79 PRL 43 414 +HOLMES 4KNAPP,LEE+ (COLU+ILL+FNAL)
ADAMOVIC 80 PL 898 427 (PHOTON-EMUL COLLAB + OMEGA-PHOTON COLLAB.)
W 234 40, OR LESS GGLOMABER 76 SMAG CHGD K PI AND K 3P1 1/77 BALLAGH 80 PL 898 423 +8 INGHAM, FRETTER+ (LBL+FNAL+HAWA+WASH+W1SC)
W 20 29 ORLESS (L=.00 FELOMAN 77 SHAG DEe 10 DO Pl+ 8/77
W 94 (20.) OR LE ATIYA 79 SPEC GAMMA P-->D0 DOBAR 12/79% QUANTUM NUMBER DETERMINATIONS NOT REFERRED TG IN THE DATA CARDS
W WIDTHS ARE CONSISTENT WITH EXPERIMENTAL RESOLUTION. 3/11
NGUYEN 77 PRL 39 262 “WISS, ABRAMSy ALAM, BOYAR SKT+ (LBL+SLAC)Y
REVIEWS
32 NEUTRAL D PARTIAL DECAY MODES
BARBARIG 78 LBL-8537 A.BARBARO-GALTIERT (ERICE 19781 (LBL)
DECAY MASSES WOJCICKI 78 SLAC-PUB-2232 S.WOJCICKI (SLAC SUMMER INST.1978)  (SLAC)
Pl DO INTC K- PI+ 492+ .
P2 DO INTO K- PI+ PI+ pI- PN 139+ 139 KIKKBY 79 SLAC~PUB-2419 J.KIRKBY (LEPTON CONF. BATAVIA 1979) (SLAC)
P3 DO INTG KOBAR PI+ PI- 497+ 139+
P4 D0 INTO KOBAR PI+ PI- PI+ PI- 487+ 139+ 1394 139+ g gk AoRRRE R ¥k FFoddok koK FAOKERKEK
ps5 DO INTO PI+ PI- 139¢ 139 PR P PRUBIS—
P6 O INTO K+ PI- (VIA DOBAR) 493+ 139
p7 DO INTO K+ K- 493+ 493
P8 DO INTO K- PI+ PIO 493+ 139+ 134 34 F+=(2030,0pP= )
Po ¢ INTO KOBAR PIO 497+ 134
P10 DO INTO E+ ANYTHING NEEDS CONFIRMATION.
38 00 INTO K= ANYTHING QMITTED FROM TABLE.
PL2 DO INTO K+ ANYTHING
P13 DO INTO KOBAR ANYTHING e e e
34 F+-(2030) MASS (MEV)
DOBAR MODES ARE CHARGE CONJUGATES OF ABOVE MODES
ooB 42030, teo.) BRANDELIK 77 DASP +- E+E- ECM=4GEV 12777
———————————————————————————————————————— M B 6 203 BRANDELIK 79 DASP  E+E— ECM=4.42GEV  1/80%
W B ORANDELIK 77 EVENTS INCLUDED IN BRARDELIK 79 VALUE. 1780%
FITTED PARTIAL DECAY MODE BRANCHING FRACTIONS
The matrix below is derived from the error matrix for the fitted partial decay mode | T T ommTTTTTTm mmmmmTTTm T
branching fractions, Py, as follows: The diagonal elements are P, +6P,, where 34 F+-(2030) PARTIAL DECAY MOOES
P, = \(8P;8Fy, while the off-diagonal elements are the normalized correlation coeffi- DECAY MASSES
sents (6P.68.) /(6P. + 6P.). initi indivi S St 3 Fe- INTO ETA PLe- 548+ 139
cients (8P,6P;) /(8P 6P)). For the definitions of the individual P, see the Listings P Bl IS ErA MY TuiNG Jaby 139
above; only those Pi appearing in the matrix are assumed in the fit to be nonzero and
are thus constrained to add to 1. mmmmom mmmmees
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Particle Data Group: Review of particle properties S95

Data Card Listings Stable Particles

. . .
For notation, see key at front of Listings. F#, n
34 F+-(2030) BRANCHING RATIOS BERGAMAS 74 LNC 11 636 BERGAMASCO,PICCHI (TORI+FRAS)
REINES 74 PRL 32 493 +CROUCH (UCT+CASE)
R1 F+~ INTO (ETA PI+)/(ETA ANYTHING) (P1)/(P2) ROBERTS 74 PRL 33 1181 +COXs ECKHAUSE+ (WILL+VPI¥CARN+#WYOM+CIT+BNL)
R1 6 0.09 0.06 BRANDELIK 79 DASP E+E~ ECM=4.42GEV 1/80% ALSO 75 PR D12 1232 ROBERTS,COX + (WILL+VPI+CARN+WYOM+CIT+BNL)
HU 75 NP A254 403 +ASANO,CHEN; CHENGy DUGAN+ (COLU+YALE)
R ook pokokkiok K okokokRoK
KHRIPLOV 76 JETP 44 25 I.B.KHRIPLOVICH (NUC .PHYS.INST«sSIBERIA)
REFERENCES FOR F+-(2030) ROBERSON 77 PR Cl6 1945 +KING, KUNSELMAN¢  (WYOM+CIT+CARN+VPI+WILL)
BREGMAN 78 PL 788 174 +CALVETT I, CARRON, CITTOL INyHAUER¢HERR +( CERN)
BRANCELI 77 PL 708 132 BRANDELIK + (AACH+DESY+HA MB+MPI M+ TCKY ) . GANGULI 78 PL 748 130 +MALHOTRA, RAGHAVAN, SUBRAMANIAN + (TATA)
BRANDELI 79 PL 808 412 BRANDELIK+ (AACH+DESY+HAMB+MPIM+TOKY ) ROBERTS 78 PR D17 358 8. L. ROBERTS (WILL+RHEL)
AR T AR FookRoRok K RRKK RO KRR BELL 79 PL 86B 215 +CALVETTI, CARRON,CHANEY ,CITTOL TN+ (CERN)
P =¥ Aok solokk ok GOLDEN 79 PRL 43 1196 +HOR ANy MAUGER yBADHWAR s LACY+ (NASA+PSLL)
LEARNED 79 PRL 43 907 +REINES ySONI tuct
16 PROTON(938,J=1/2) 1=1/2 QUANTUM NUMBER DETERMINATIONS NOT REFERRED TO IN THE DATA CARDS
S mmmmmm e KALOGERO 76. PRL 37 1037 KALOGEROPGULOS,CHIU, SUDARSHAN  (SYRA+TEXA)P
FRANKLIN 77 PR D16 910 JERROLD FRANKLIN (HAIF)P
16 PROTON MASS (MEV)
FkE R K
M (938.256) (0.005) COHEN 65 RVUE 7/66 Agerksor RdookoRRoRk doRkdoRdok o ok ok ROk FoRA IR HAK
M €938.2592) (0.0052) TAYLOR 69 RVUE USING NEw E/H 7/70
M 938.2796  0.0027 COHEN 73 RVUE 3/74 8
17 NEUTRON(939,J=1/2) 1=1/2
16 ANTIPROTON MASS (MEV)
17 NEUTRON MASS (MEV)
M1 938.3 0.5 BAMBERGER 70 CNTR 12/779% -
M1 $38.179 0.058 75 CNTR EXOTIC ATONMS 12/79% MoT (939.5527) (0.0052) TAYLOR 69 RVUE USING NEW E/H 7/70
ML 9384229 0.049 RCIBERSON 77 CNTR 12/79% MOT 939.5731  0.0027 COHEN 73 3/74
M1 $38.30 0.13 ROBERTS 78 CNTR 6/78% MT THESE DETERMINATIGNS OF NEUTRON MASS NOT !NDEPENDENT OF 7/70
M1 e e e e . MT NEUTRCN—-PROTON MASS DIFFERENCE MEASUREMENTS BELOW. 7/70
M1 AVG $38.216 0.036  AVERAGE (ERRCR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.
M1 STUDENT 938.216 0.039  AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) -- SEE MAIN TEXT —————
————————————————————————————————————————— 17 (NEUTRON) - (PROTON) MASS DIFFERENCE (MEV)
16 PRGTGN MEAN LIFE (UNITS 10%#26 YR) D M (1.29344)(0.00007) MATTAUCH 65 RVUE 3/71
0 1.293429 0.000036 COHEN 73 RVUE 3/74
T (.000001) 3R MORE GOLDHABE 54 TH 232 FISS.MODE INDEPEN D M WE HAVE CONVERTED MATTAUCH NEUTRON-HYDROGEN MASS DIFFERENCE TC /71
T (0. 002) OR MORE FLEROV 57 TH 232 FISS.MODE INDEPEN 0 u NEUTRCN-PROTON MASS DIFFERENCE USING CURRENT VALUE OF ELECTRON MASS 3/71
T 8 (1.5) OR MORE BACKENSTO 60 CNTR D M AND A HYDROGEN BINDING ENERGY OF 13.6 EV. 3/71
T 8 (60.0)  OR MORE KROPP 65 CNTR
T (200.0) OR MORE GURR 67 CNTR DEP. CN DECAY MODE ———
T (1300.0) OR MORE BERGAMASC 74 CNTR 12/75
T R €23C00.0) OR MORE REINES 74 CNTR 12/75 17 NEUTRON MEAN LIFE (UNITS 10%%2 SEC)
T 10000.0 OR MORE LEARNED 79 CN 12/79%
T B KROPP AND BACKENSTLSS SENSITIVE TG PARTICULAR DECAY MODES UF PROTON THE MEASUREMENT OF THE NEUTRCN MEAN LIFE BY SOSNOVSKII 59 HAS
T K REINES 74 1S FOR DECAY CHAINS ENDING IN MUON DECAY. 12/75 BEEN DISCARDED SINCE 1. IT DISAGREES WITH THE BETTER AND MCRE
RECENT RESULT OF CHRISTENSEN 67. 2. THE VALUE OF GA/GV DE-
————= RIVED FRCM THE NEW VALUE OF THE MEAN LIFE AGREES WELL WITH THE
GA/GV VALUE OBTAINED FROM THE FREE NEUTRON DATA.
16 ANTIPROTON MEAN LIFE (HOURS)
T E (1.012) (0.021) SOSNOVSKI. 59 PILE /68
T1 (3.3 E-8) OR MORE CL=.95 GANGULI 78 HBC 6/78% T (0.935)  (0.014) CHRISTENS 67 PILE REPL BY CHRISTENS72 3/68
TL 8 (32.)  OR MORE BREGMAN 78 7/79% T 0.918 0.014 CHRISTENS 72 PILE 6/12
T E (1700.)  OR MORE CL=.90 BELL 79 ICE PBAR-->E~ PIO 1/80% T 0. €77 0.078 BONDARENK 78 PILE 1/80%
16 1.E7 YR CR MORE GOLDEN 79 SPEC 12/79% T B T S
Tl B BREGMAN 78 STORED ANTIPROTCNS IN ICE STORAGE RING AT CERN 85 HOURS. 7/79% T AVG 0.917 0.014 0.014 AVERAGE (ERROR INCL. SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
TL E BELL 79 STORED ANTIPRGTONS IN ICE STORAGE RING FOR 10 DAYS. VALUE 1/80% T STUDENT  0.917 0.015 0.015 AVG BY STUDENT10(H/1.11) =-- SEE MAIN TEXT
TL E GIVEN ABOVE IS LIFETIME/(BRANCHING RATIO TO E- PIO) 1/80% E - ERROR CHANGED BECAUSE ERROR IN CROSS SECTION FOR NEUTRGN ABSORPTION
TI G GOLDEN 79 VALUE INFERRED FRGM PBAR/P RATIO IN COSMIC RAYS. 12/79% E IN GOLD HAS BEEN REDUCED.
16 PRGTON MAGNET. MOMENT (E/2MP) 17 NEUTRON MAGNETIC MOMENT (MAGNETONS,938.2 MEV)
MM (2.79276) (.00002) COHEN 65 RVUE MM (~1.913148  0.000066) COHEN 56 RVUE 7766
MM (2.792782) (.000017) TAYLCR 69 RVUE USING NEW E/H 7/70 MM (-1.91304211 0.00000088) GREENE 77 MRS REPL. BY GREENE 79  3/78
MM 2.7928456 .0000011 COHEN 73 RVUE 3/74 MM -1.913041 &4 0.00000088 GREENE 79 MRS 12/779%
16 ANTIPROTON MAGNETIC MGMENT (E/2MP) 17 NEUTRON ELECTRIC DIPOLE MOMENT (UNITS 10%%-23 E CM)
TEST OF CP OR T VIOLATION IN THE EM INTERACTION
MM1 O (-1.8) (1.2) BUYTGN 62 CNTR
MM1 R (-2.83)  (0.10) 72 CNTR 11/75 EDM M (=204 (30.) MILLER 67 MRS 1/78
MMl R (-2.819) (0.056) RDBERTS 74 CNTR /75 EDM +24. 39. SHULL 67 CNTR 1778
MM 1 -2.791 0.021 75 CNTR EXOTIC ATOMS 12/79% EDM M (30.)  OR LESS DRESS 68 MRS ABSOLUTE VALUE 1/78
MML R -2.817 0.048 ROBE 78 CNTR 6/78% EDM (5.)  OR LESS BAIRD 69 MRS INCLUDED IN DRESS73 10/69
MM1 C  CLD EXPERIMENT WITH LARGE ERRGR. NOT AVERAGED. EDM - 2. 39. APOSTOLES 70 MRS 1/78
MM1 R ROBERTS 74 IS REANALYSIS OF FOX 72 DATA. REPLACES OLD FOX VALUE. /75 EOM 0.32 0.75 DRESS 73 MRS . LT.10%%-23 CL=.80 6/73
MMl R ROBERTS 78 IS A REANALYSIS GF RCBERTS 74. 6/78% EDM D 0.04 0.15 DRESS 77 MRS 6/17
ML e e e e e e e EDM M DRESS 68 INCLUDES DATA OF MILLER 67. 1778
MM1 AVG -2.795 0.019  AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0) EDM O THE DRESS. 77 RESULT IS EQUIV TO EDM < 3 E-24 (CL=.90) 6/77
MML STUDENT -2.795 0.021  AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) —-.SEE MAIN TEXT EOM [ T
EDM AVG 0.05 0.15 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
——————————————————————————————— EDM STUDENT 0.05 0.16 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) —-- SEE MAIN TEXT
16 PROTON ELECTRIC CIPOLE MOMENT (UNITS 10%%-23 E CM) | ————=
NCNZERO VALUE IMPLIES VICLATION OF T AND P IN EM INTERACTION
17 NEUTRON CHARGE
EDM 16 700. 900. HARRISON 69 MBR 10/69
EDM 55000.  OR LESS KHRIPLOVI 76 1778 SEE SECTION DQ IN THE PROTON DATA CARD LISTINGS ABOVE
16 PROTON ELECTRON CHARGE DIFFERENCE (UNITS €) 17 NEUTRON PARTIAL DECAY MODES
o@D 1.06-21 OR LESS DYLLA 73 NEUTRALITY OF SFé 2/80% DECAY MASSES
DQ D ASSUMES THAT QINEUTRGN)=Q(PROTON)-Q(E-). SEE DYLLA 73 FOR A 2/80% DECAY MASSES
0Q D SUMMARY OF EXPERIMENTS GN THE NEUTRALITY OF MATTER. 2/80% Pl NEUTRON INTO PROTON E- ANTI(NUE) 938+ .5+
P2 NEUTRON INTO PROTON NUE ANTI(NUE) 938+ 0+ O
ARk R Rk
REFERENCES FOR PROTON 17 NEUTRON BRANCHING RATIOS
GOLCHABE 54 PR 96 1157 FNOTE2 GOLDHABER,F REINES+ (LOS ALAMOS,BNL) R1 NEUTRQN INTO (PROTON NUE ANTI(NUE))/(PROTON E~ ANTI(NUE) (P2)/(P1)
FLEROV 57 SOV PHYS DOK 3 79 FLEROV,KLOCHKOV, SKOBKIN,TERENTEV (USSR) RL S 17 OR LESS SUNYAR 60 CNTR RBB7-->SRBTM+NEUTRL 2/80%
BACKENST 60 NC 16 749 BACKENSTOSS, FRAUENFELDERyHYAMS + (CERN) R1 3. E 19 OR LESS NORMAN 79 CNTR RB87-->SRBTM+NEUTRL 2/80%
BUTTCN 62 PR 127 1297 J BUTTON,B MAGLIC (LBL) R1 S WE HAVE CONVERTED SUNYAR 60 MEAN LIFE LIMIT FOR (N —=> P + NEUTRLS) 2/80%
COHEN &5 RMP 37 537 +DUMONO (N.AMER. AVIATION SCIENCE CENT.,CIT) Rl S AS DESCRIBED IN NORMAN 79. 2/80%
KKGPP 65 PR 137 B 740 W R KROPP,F REINES  (CASE INST TECHNOLCGY)
GURR 67 PR 158 1321 GURR ;KROPP s REINES y MEYER (CAS Es JOHANNESBURG ) —
HARRISON 69 PRL 22 1263 HARR ISON; SANDARSy WRIGHT ~ ( CLAR ENDON OXFORD)
TAYLOR 69 RMP 41 375 +PARKER LANGENBERG (PRIN+UCI+PENN)
BAMBERGE 70 PL 338 233 BAMBERGERyLYNEN, PIEKARZ+ (MP IH+CERN+KARL)
FOX 72 PRL 29 193 +BARNESy EISENSTE IN+( BNL+CARN#+VPI+WILL+WYOM)
COHEN 73 J.PHYS.CHEM.REF.DATA 2, P.663, E.R.COHEN,B.N.TAYLOR
DYLLA 73 PR AT 1224 H.F.DYLLAy J.G.KING (MIT)
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Stable Particles
n, A

17 NEUTRON BETA DECAY PARAMETERS

RELATED TEXT SECTICN VI D.1l

AV GA/GV (SEE TEXT FOR SIGN CONVENTION)
AV C (-1.250) (0.044) CONFORTO 67 RVUE SEE NOTE C BELOW
AV EP (-1.23) (0.01) CHRISTENS 67 CNTR N DECAY FT VALUE 11/68
AV P (-1.22) (0.08) GRIGOREV 68 CNTR E-NEU ANG CORREL 10/71
AV P (-1.26) (0.02) CHRISTENS 70 CNTR PEsNEUT SPIN CORREL 10/71
AV EP (-1.27) t0.025) EROZOLIMS 71 CNTR PEyNEUT SPIN CORREL 10/71
AV EP (-1.239) (0.011) CHRISTENS 72 CNTR N DEC.+ FT VALUE 1/73
AV P (-1.263) (0.016) N KROPF 73 RVUE N DECAY ALONE 1/73
AV P -1.250 0.009 KROPF 73 RVUE N DEC.+ FT VALUE 1/73
AV ES (-1.250) (0.036) DGBROZEMS 75 CNTR E-NEU ANG CORREL. 12775
AV K -1.253 0.021 KROHN 75 CNTR PEyNEUT SPIN CORREL 1/77
AV -1.263 0.015 EROZOLIMS 77 CNTR PE,NEUT SPIN CORREL 1/78
AV E S -1.259 0.017 STRATOWA 78 CNTR PROTON RECOIL SPECT 7/79%
AV C CONFORTO 67 COMBINES FREE NEUTRON DATA TO 1967. REPL. BY KROPF 73. 1/73
Av £ THESE EXPERIMENTS MEASURE THE ABSOLUTE VALUE CF GA/GV ONLY 10/71
AV P KROPF 73 VALUE OBTAINED BY FITTING ALL DATA THROUGH 1972. 1773
AV K KROHN 75 PAPER GIVES -1.258+-.,015 INCLUDING EVENTS OF CHRISTENS 70. 1/78
AV K ThHE VALUE QUOTED ABOVE IS DERIVED FROM HIS A,BASED ON NEW EXPT ONLY 1/77
AV S STRATOWA 78 IS FINAL RESULT OF DOBRCZEMS 75 EXPT. T/79%
AV DR ..
AV AVG -1.2543 0.0067 AVERAGE (ERRCR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
AV STUDENT -1.2542 0.0073 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) —- SEE MAIN TEXT
F PHASE ANGLE OF GA RELATIVE TO GV (DEGREES)
F P (175.) (10.) BURGY 60 CNTR POLAR. NEUTRONS /77
F P (198.) (27.) CLARK 60 CNTR POLAR. NEUTRONS 6/77
F C {176.1) (6.41) CONFORTO 67 RVUE 11/68
£ P (181.3) (1.3) EROZOLIMS 70 CNTR POLAR. NEUTRON 10769
F P 181.1 1.3 KROPF 73 RVUE N DECAY 1773
F 180.35 0.43 EROZOLIMS 74 CNTR POLAR. NEUTRONS 6/77
F 180.14 0.22 STEINBERG 74 CNTR POLARs NEUTRONS /77
F 179.71 0.39 ERCZOLIMS 78 CNTR POLAR. NEUTRONS TIT9%
F C CONFORTO 67 COMBINES FREE NEUTRON DATA TO 1967. REPL. BY KROPF 73. 1/73
F ?  KROPF 73 VALUE OBTAINED BY FITVING ALL DATA THROUGH 1972. 1/73
[3 “ e e . o ..
F AVG 180.11 0.17 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
F STUDENT 180.11 0.19 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) —- SEE MAIN TEXT
01 THREE-VECTOR CORRELATIGN COEFFICIENT /76
01 D1 MEASURES COMPONENT OF NEUTRON SPIN PERPENDICULAR TO THE DECAY 7/76
01 PLANE IN BETA DECAY. SHOULD BE ZERC IF T-INVARIANCE NGT 776
01 VIOLATED. SEE TEXT SEC VI D. 7/76
D1 -0.01 .01 EROZOLIMS 70 CNTR POLAR. NEUTRONS 1/76
01 -0.0027 0033 EROZOLIMS 74 CNTR POLAR. NEUTRONS /76
D1 -0.0011 .0017 STEINBERG 74 CNTR POLAR: NEUTRONS 1776
01 +0.0022 .0030 EROZOLIMS 78 CNTR POLAR. NEUTRONS T/79%
01 .« e e e PR
D1 AVG ~0.0009 0.0013 AVERAGE (ERROR INCLUDES SCALE FACTOR OF 1.0)
D1 STUDENT -0.0009 0.0015 AVERAGE USING STUDENT10(H/1.11) —-- SEE MAIN TEXT
sokkEHE ¥F

REFERENCES FOR NEUTRON
CGHEN 56 PR 104 283 V W COHEN, CORNGOLD, RAMSEY (BNL+HARV ARD)
SCSNOVSK 59 JETP 9 717 SOSNOVSKIIsSPIVAK,PROKOFEV + (IAE MOSCOW)
BURGY 60 PR 120 1829 +KROHN s NOVEY » RINGO (ANL+CHIC)
CLARK 60 CJP 38 693 +R0OB SON
SUNY AR 60 PR 120 871 A.W.SUNYARy, M.GCLDHABER (BNL)
MATTAUCH 65 NP 67 1 +THIELE,WAPSTRA (MAX PLANCK INST.CHEM.)
CHRISTEN 67 PL 268 11 CHRISTENS ENy NTEL SONy BAHNSEN s BROWN+ (RISO)
CCNFORTO 67 APAH 22 15 G. CONFORTO (CERN)
MILLER 67 PRL 19 381 +DRESS+BAIRD,RAMSEY (ORNL+HARV)
SHULL 67 PRL 19 384 CeGe SHULLy R.NATHANS (MIT+BNL)
ORESS 68 PR 170 1200 +BAIRD+MILLER,RAMSEY (ORNL+HARV)
GRIGCREV 68 SJUNP 6 239 +GRISHINy VLADIMIRSKII,NIKOLAEVSKII + (ITEP)
BAIRD 69 PR 179 1285 +MILLERsDRESSsRAMSEY (ORNLyHARV)
TAYLGR 69 RMP 41 375 +PARKER s LANGENBERG (PRIN+UCI+PENN)
APOSTCLE 70 RRP 15 343 APOSTOLESCU, IONESCU, IONESCU-BUJOR + (BUCH)
CHRISTEN 70 PR C1 1693 CHRISTENS ENy KROHNs RINGO CANL)
EROZOLIM 70 SJUNP 11 583 EROZOLIMSKI1, BONDARENKO, + (KIAE)

ALSO PL 278 557 EROZOL IMSKY ,BONDARENKO  + (KIAE)
EROZOLIM 71 JETPL 13 252 EROZOLIMSKII ,BONDARENKO + (KIAE)
CHRISTEN 72 PR D5 1628 CHRISTENSENy NIELSONy BAHNSEN, BROWN+ (RISO)

COHEN 73 J.PHYS.CHEM.REF.DATA 2, P.663, E.R.COHEN;B.N.TAYLOR

DRESS 73 PR DT 3147 DRESSy MILLER, RAMSEY (ORNL+HARV)

KROPF 73 ZPHY TO BE PUBL. A KROPF,H PAUL (LINZ)
ALSO 70 NP Al54 160 H PAUL (VIEN)

EROZOLIM 74 JETPL 20 345 EROZULIMSKII ,MOSTOVOT ,FEDUNIN, FRANK+

STEINBER 74 PRL 33 41 STEINBERGy LIAUDsVIGNON ¢ HUGHES { YALE+GREN)

ALSO 76 PR D13 2469 STEINBERG s LIAUD+ VIGNON, HUGHES (YALE+GREN)
DOBRCZEM 75 PR D11 510 DOBROZEMSKY, KERSCHBAUMs MORAW,PAUL + (SEIB)
KROHN 75 PL 558 175 KROHN, RINGO (ANL )}
DRESS 77 PR D15 9 +MILLER, PENDLEBURY, P ERR IN+ (DRNL+GREN+HARV)
EROZCGLIM 77 JETPL 23 663 EROZOLIMSKII,FRANK,MOSTCVOI+ (KIAE)
GREENE 77 PL 71B 297 +RAMSEY s MAMPE+ (HARV+ILLG+SUSS+ORNL+CENG)
EFDZOLIM 78 SJUNP 28 48 ERGZOLIMSKIT, MOSTOVOI,F EDUNINs FRANK+ (K IAE)

STRATOWA 78
BUNCAREN 78

PR D18 3970
JETPL 28 303

+DOBROZEMSKY , WEINZIERL
BONDARENKOy KURGUZOVy PROKDFEV+

(SEIB)
(KIAE)

GREENE 79
NORMAN 79

PR D20 2139
PRL 43 1226

+RAMSEY,MAMPE+

(HARV+ ILLG+SUSS+ORNL+CENG)
E.B.NORMAN, (

A.G.SEAMSTER WASH)

PAPERS NOT REFERRED TO IN DATA CARDS

JACKSGN 57 PR 106 517 JACKSONy TREIMAN, WYLD (PRINCETON)
COHEN 65 RMP 37 537 +DUMOND (N.AMER.AVIATION SCIENCE CENT.,CIT)
BHALLA 66 PL 19 691 C P BHALLA (ALABAMA)
EEET Y *

Aotodok ok
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Particle Data Group: Review of particle properties

Data Card Listings

For notation, see key at front of Listings.

18 LAMBDA(1115,JP=1/2+) I=0

18 LAMBDA MASS (MEV)

M N SINCE OUR FINAL VALUES FOR THE SIGMA AND LAMBCA MASSES COME FROM
M N DOING AN OVERALL FIT TO ALL MEASURED MASSES AND MASS DIFFERENCES,
M N WE HAVE USED THE UNCORRELATED MEASUREMENTS FROM SCHMIDT 65 RATHER
M N THAN THE ONES COMING FROM THE OVERALL FIT REPORTED IN THAT PAPER.
M N SINCE THERE SEEMS TO BE NO CONVINCING ARGUMENT AS TO WHY ONE SHOULD
M N IGNORE DATA JSING RANGE MEASUREMENTS, WE HAVE INCLUDED HERE VALUES
M N DEPENDING ON PROTON AND PION RANGES. THE SCHMIDT 65 MASSES HAVE
M N BEEN REEVALUATED USING OUR APRIL 1973 PROTON AND CHARGED K AND PI
M N MASSES. P. SCHMIDT, PRIVATE COMMUNICATION, (1974).
M 1115.44 0.12 BHOWMIK 63 RVUE + SEE NOTE L BELOW
M L ABOVE LAMBDA MASS HAS BEEN RAISED 35 KEV TO ACCOUNT FOR 46 KEV
M L INCREASE IN PROTON MASS AND 11 KEV DECREASE IN CHARGED PION MASS.
M S 635(1115.86)  {0.09) BALTAY 65 HBC ERROR IS STATIS. 6/66
M 488 1115.65 0.07 SCHMIDT = 65 HBC SEE NOTE N 3/74
M S 1147(1115.74)  (0.04) CHIEN 66 HBC 6.9 PBAR P 9767
M S 972(1115.69)  (0.05) CHIEN 66 HBC 6.9 PBAR PANTIL 9/67
M 111